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PROFESSIONAL REMUNERATION. 


_ The report of a committee of the Law Amendment 
peiety upon this subject, which we published in our 
number, deserves the attentive consideration of 
y reader of this Journal. The reasoning is forcible, 
eillustrations are apt, and the authorities of decisive 
ight. We have only to desire that the practicability 
fa remedy were as certain as the existence of the evils 
vestiga ted in the report. The change proposed would 
deed be a radical reform. It would bear fruit in the 
titer appreciation of legal services, and of the character of 
yers, by their clients, and in the unimpeded progress 
law reforms. to which, under a healthy system, no 
grofessional interest would interpose delay. 
there are, undoubtedly, many clients who pay soli- 
ors’ bills of costs without investigation and without 
Mpining. But we fear there are many more who vainly 
Meavour to fathom mysteries which are much too deep 
i them; who naturally question the utility of that 
hich they cannot understand ; and who think that their 
fvisers have not earned the money paid to them, and 
ossess not the smallest claim to that gratitude which, in 
ther relations of service, does usually accompany direct 
@emuneration for scientific labour. The reason for this 
“unfortunate exception to an ordinary rule we take to be, 
lat the most cursory perusal of a solicitor’s bill dis- 
oses many things done of which the utility is, to say 
le least, factitious, while the thought, and care, and 
Hil, which are real and valuable, remain unrecorded. 
course of cumbrous formalities is traced with so 
lich minuteness, that any one not an experienced law- 
ar is tempted to conclude that all legal procedure is an 
@aborate contrivance for fleecing, with some pretence of 
mey,every man who is so unlucky as to be compelled 
the aid of a solicitor. There are, it is true, 
Mettain time-honoured phrases which it has been the 
bm. to introduce into bills of costs as a sort of pro- 
papinet the notion that all the work charged for has 
one by the fingers of clerks, and no part of it by 
intelligence of the master. We doubt, however, 
Whether the statement that a conference has been “ long,” 
Be that a “very special” instrument has been “ perused 
@ carefully considered,” is likely to carry conviction 
client’s mind that he has received value for his hard 
sh. If these awkward attempts to assert a principle 
Rich ought to be beyond dispute have any effect at 
i, it can only be to provoke the sarcasms of those 
rho: ppepreciasion of the ludicrous has not been entirely 
twhelmed by the gravity of the sum total. The 


No 6. of remuneration ensures the unpopularity 
0. 62 





and damages the character of the profession, while it 
fails, and must fail more and more, to secure them a just 
recompense for a costly training, a laborious career, and 
a heavy responsibility. 

Nor is it to be doubted that the Courts and the Legis- 
lature, by framing rules in violation of sound economy, 
have raised a formidable barrier against every improve- 
ment of law and practice. To simplify procedure, is to 
abridge, or supersede, a certain number of written forms, 
to which, in | got to their length, the solicitor’s 
right to his fees attached. Is it reasonable to hope 
that the expediency of such changes will be discussed 
by the profession with an absolute ‘insensibility to the 
sacrifice which is thus involved ? So long as the fees on 
a conveyance depend upon the number of its words, 
eo in conciseness can scarcely obtain an impar- 
tial trial. Whether the purchase-money of an estate be 
hundreds or thousands of pounds, the title in both cases 
may be, and often is, equally involved; and the same 
complicated considerations must be kept in view in 
framing the conveyance. Yet, it is matter of ordinary 
experience, that longer deeds are employed in the 
larger purchase, and a greater sum becomes due to 
the solicitor who prepared them. Now, it is strictly 
just that, as a general rule, the agent’s remuneration 
should be proportioned to the value dealt with; but it 
is unfortunate that any question should be open as to 
the propriety of the method of obtaining this equitable 
result. ‘The prolixity of a draft increases the expense 
of the fair copy, and of the engrossment ; more skins of 
parchment are required, and a larger sum is payable for 
stamps. When the property is next dealt with, the 
effect of this deed has to be considered, and in propor- 
tion to its length must be the time occupied in perusing 
it. In the abstract of title it is reduced to its naked 
essential form; or, if this be not done with the utmost 
strictness, the reason is, that lawyers are but men, 
and will not labour beyond a certain point to 
destroy their own claim to be paid for the exercise 
of thought. Take, again, the instance of a will, and see 
how a vicious redundance of language impedes and - 
vates the cost of every step in the course of the adminis- 
tration. First, the length of the probate is increased, and 
the length of every copy used by parties interested and their 
advisers. And whenever any question arises on the effect 
of the will, the labour of considering it is augmented by 
the overwhelming verbiage. Perhaps, too, it may be re- 
quisite to commence an administration suit ; and whenever 
in the bill and subsequent proceedings a statement of the 
will occurs, there is additional expense to the suitor, and 
useless trouble to his advisers and to the Court. More- 
over, if it should happen that questions arise deserving a 

lace in the reports, the gentlemen who prepare them 

ave the task of pruning away the excrescenses of 
the testament. In this instance, we have the free tes- 
timony of lawyers as to the value of the words they use, 
and perhaps when we see how a deed or will is dealt 
with in a report, we shall be most effectually convinced 
of the melden prolixity of many precedents. 


There has been of late a good deal of discussion as to 
the cost of conveyancing transactions. Dissatisfaction 
revails to a considerable extent in the public mind, and 
trays itself by proneness to listen to exaggerations 
of the existing evil and of the extent of practicable im- 
provement. ‘To encounter these misrepresentations, 
members of the profession have produced statistics, 
showing what the total cost has been in a large number of 
actual transactions. Yet, although the figures thus 
given have been indisputable, we doubt whether the 
complainants have been convinced by them of the un- 
reality of their supposed grievance. They cannot deny 
that the payment ines been legs than they had supposed ; 
but still they feel that a portion of the money has been 
expended in remunerating what is called in the report 
of the Law Amendment Society “ unproductive labour.” 
The services of a solicitor are necessary to the creation 
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and transmission of wealth; and, therefore, it is con- 
sistent with sound economy that he should be adequately 
rewarded for what he does. Butunder‘a vicious and arti- 
ficial system the solicitor derives part of his remuneration 
not in direct fees, but in the it which accrues to him 
from documents copied in his office, and from other like 
sources, so that he is, to some extent, a trader, and a 
trader, too,in wares of which the value is merely arbitrary. 
It is not necessary to contend that any of oo 
_ h in a solicitor's office were originally intro- 
for the sake of the profit to be made upon * dey It 
is enough to say that they cannot now be fairly abo- 
lished until the emolument thus derived has been 


secured in some other method. If, under the t | 


system, a solicitor's bill of costs amounts to £20 beyond 
money actually paid, the clear gain which goes into his | 
et isa much smaller sum. We are aware that pro- 
ional readers may consider the enunciation of this 
truth superfluous, but we would beg them to bear in mind 
that, clear as it may be to them, it is either unknown to, 
or practically forgotten by, the great majority of clients. 
We will suppose, for the sake of argument, and with- 
out founding ourselves upon any calculation, that upon 
a bill of costs of £20 there is a net profit of half that 
sum. The solicitor’s remuneration, then, is not really 
£20, but £10, and sibly the latter sum is a very in- 
adequate reward. Yet £20 has gone out of the client’s 
— of which half is devoted, not to rewarding pro- 
fessional service, but to rent of offices, salaries of clerks, 
cost of stationery, and other similar items. Of course, 
weare not saying that offices and clerks can be dis- 
pensed with; but we do say, that the necessary effect of 
the present system, in almost every branch of the 
solicitor’s business, is to enlarge offices and multiply 
clerks, and of all this the cost must fall ultimately upon 
the client. 

The mischievous operation of the system we have 
attempted to describe was, many years ago, discérned 
and denounced by those who have been most distin- 
= in promoting the amendment of the law. Little, 

ver, has been done to bring about a sounder state 

of things; and an innovation which must alter the pro- 
fessional habits of a numerous class of men can only be 
gradually introduced. But it is well to insist upon the 
truth that, if the Legislature and the Courts would only 
deal equitably and rationally with the solicitors, one of 
the greatest obstacles to improvement in every branch 
of —_ procedure would be removed. “If,” said Lord 
Lyndhurst to the House of Lords in 1855, “a solicitor 
drew a deed or will of a given number of folios, he was 
entitled to a certain fee; whereas, if he sat down, and 
by bestowing great pains upon the document, succeeded 
in abridging its length by one half, he would lose half 
his remuneration.” There is no greater service to a 
client than that of expressing his last will in the clearest 

i lan e; and this it may be necessary todo 
when there islitt unity fordeliberation. Again, the 
advice which gives legal precision to a contract, or averts 
indefinite liabilities, or rves from costly litigation, 
is one of the highest functions of the solicitor. And 
these services, demanding knowledge of the law and of 
the world, and natural ability, and the experience of 
many years, would be jealously appraised by a taxi 

at so many shillings and ions of a pound! 
It must be owned that in the Court of Chancery the 
authorities have discerned half the truth. It has been 
seen that certain proceedings were unnecessary, except 
as enabling the taxing officer, upon the whole result of 
a bill of costs, to allow a competent remuneration to the 
solicitor. But it was not perceived by the authorities of 
the Court that, if forms, and the fees attaching to them, 
were abolished, the remaining fees would not suffice to 

y fairly for the coflduct of a suit. Fortunately, 

ever, the largest portion of solicitors’ bills of costs 
do not relate he grecgetinsy Ss sey sent, ate Sy 


on rare occasions under cognizance of the 
masters. WT cm kanes of tctcommast’ mand ie 


judges and officers of courts, they would be but emg 
An appeal may be more confidently made to the 
sense and practical sagacity of commercial 
whom the sound economical doctrines of 
Amendment Society must in time produce their 
mate effect. We do not suaging that the scheme 
report for a mixed tribunal of merchants and 

to supersede the taxing master, is by any means 


H 


I 


#3 
Pe] 


ee 


realization. But we venture to hope that the true prin. 
ciples of professional remuneration will be pereeived by 
intelligent laymen, and thus the foundation will be laid 
for a better understanding between the solicitor and the 


elient, and for every improvement which an 
philosophy would suggest in the conduct of legal busi 
ness. 


a 


THE BRITISH BANK TRIAL. 

When the prosecution of the directors of the Royal 
British Bank was first undertaken by the Government, 
it was universally supposed that Sir Richard Bethel 
had shown great courage in venturing on an ex officio 
information, in a case where there was a very serious 
risk of failure from the uncertainty of the law, or the 
complexity of the facts. The result has been a trial 
lasting a fortnight, in the whole course of which there 
has not been a doubt on. greg as to the law by any of 
the distinguished counsel for the defence. Moreover, 
the proof, though tedious, was remarkably easy, and, 
perhaps, there never was an indictment on ‘which there 
was less chance of the evidence breaking down. 

As the law has been, no doubt, accurately laid down 
by the Lord Chief Justice, all that was to 
substantiate the charge was to prove three things: be, 
that at a certain period the bank was insolvent ; secondly, 
that the directors knew it to be so; thirdly, that with 
this knowledge they concurred in putting forth a balance 
sheet which represented the company to be in a state of 
prosperity. 

ere —_ a the smallest doubt ¢ any one Ay 
these facts after the disclosures at poy -street, 


| but for the excessive caution of the Crown, it would 


have been ible to go to the jury upon no other evi- 
dence than the euintiasisn inthe Bankr uptcy Court. 
Where, then, was the supposed difficulty of the pros- 
cution? Simply, we believe, in the fact that the lw 
laid down by Lord Campbell, though anything but new, 
had never, or scarcely ever, been applied to an analogow 
case. How hopeless was the task of questioning the 
applicability of the —_ doctrine of iracy may 
be judged from the fact, that such a line of ‘was 
not —— on behalf of any one of the prisoners. 
And yet there is something very startling in the pos 
operation of the doctrines on which the conviction bs 
been obtained. It has hitherto been the practical belie! 
of men engaged in trade, that deceptions and misreprest- 
tations in the conduct of their business can be visited only 
by an adverse verdict in a civil action for damages, or, 
perhaps, by the Court of Chancery. ‘Certainly, we should 
not imagine, from the general nature of the transactions of 
many companies, that their directors were conscious thst 
every wilfully false “yon man which they conecar in 
putting into a published report or prospectus, would 
expose them to a criminal prosecution. But, unques- 
tionably, this is the law, and always has been ®, 
though it has been allowed to sleep so lomg that it 
existence has been quite forgotten. It is awake nov, 
and all directors of common prudence will have to &- 
amine with considerable care the papers which they #* 
asked to sign. It will no longer be safe to leave it tos 
clever sec to dress up» a taking prospectus # 
draw shareholders into a speculative enterprise. Byet 
the sort of puffing which finds its way into slmost 
all the prospectuses of newly-formed i 


v upon us . Instead ‘the 
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will become, we suppose, as severe, and precise, 


: and accurate, as the formal decrees of a court of 


justice. But the warning of this trial is not appli- 


‘able to companies only. It is true that a single 


- trader may indulge in all the license of misrepresenta- 


tion which has hitherto been possible, without any risk 
of a criminal prosecution ; but woe to the man who has 
a partner actively engaged with himself in the manage- 
ment of their joint business. All that the two may do in 
conjunction is liable to be interpreted by the same law of 
conspiracy which has just been applied to the directors 
of the British Bank. is is a very serious considera- 
tion, and it can scarcely be doubted that the terms of 
the common law, as now recognised, are large enough 
toenclose in their net many who would not be generally 
thought to have been guilty of more than giving a par- 


donable colour to the representations made in the course | 


of business. A new régime has practically commenced, 
requiring a more severe morality in trading matters than 
has been hitherto practised. 


Like many other parts of the English law, the defini- 
tion of conspiracy may be practically limited henceforth 
as hitherto by an abstinence from prosecutions founded 
upon it, except in cases of gross agar such as that of 
the Royal British Bank. But it is still true, that it is 
in the pow.. of any one to bring it to bear against a 
class of otiences which have generally been regarded as 
nothing worse than excusable smartness. At the same 
time, it is not quite satisfactory that the extreme severity 
ofthe law, in thecase of concerted deceptions, should be 
accompanied, as it is, by extreme laxity where the 
offender has acted without combination with any other 
person. Where two men come together for the pur- 
pose of concocting a scheme to injure and defraud others, 
they are certainly worse than mere isolated rogues. But 
where the original association of a number of per- 
sons is for a lawful purpose, and they afterwards jointly 
do some not very upright act, we do not think that the 
conspiracy makes the dishonesty worse than if it had 
been committed by a single one of the offenders. How- 
ever, as the law stands, it is the conspiracy only which 
constitutes the offence in such cases, and it may be a 

estion whether there is not room for improvement in 

is respect. One thing, at least, is satisfactory, that 
whether the law is altogether symmetrical or not, it has 
been found sufficient to visit a case of flagrant dis- 
honesty, not, perhaps, very much worse than some 
others which have occurred of late years, but still a 
typical offence, the punishment of which cannot fail to 
exercise a wholesome influence on the conduct, if not on 
the morals, of those who make a trade of getting-up 
promising companies. We shall probably soon reacha time 
when schemes of this kind will spring up like mush- 
Tooms ; and it is well that it should be approached with 
full knowledge that prosperity reports and catch-penny 
prospectuses are dangerous weapons to use. By alt the 
means which are available, it is to be desired that the 
loose morality which has prevailed for some years to an 
alarming extent in the conduct of many joint-stock 
associations should be put an end to. Nothing can con- 
duce to this so much as the punishment of the most re- 
markable offenders, and we may fairly hope that the 
exhibition of the power of the law to reach such cases 
will produce a wet permanent improvement. 


At any rate, it will probably be some time before the 
business of appropriating money intrusted to them is 
carried on b cst on the scale practised by some of 
those who have just been sentenced. The distinction 
between their cases and those of their brethren, who only 
deceived the public for the good of the concern, is very 
great, and it em been marked by the different degrees of 


_ Severity in the sentences pronounced. But it is notice- 


‘able that one was just as guilty as another of the offence 
Tor which they were tried. All were found to have 


graced some members of the board was no part of the 
crime for which these gentlemen were tried ; and though 
one cannot help rejoicing that, among those who have 
been most severely punished are the directors who had 
the largest share of booty, we observe that Lord Camp- 
bell does not attribute the sliding-scale of punishment 
at all to this ground, and, indeed, could not have done 
so consistently with the frame of the indictment or the 
maxims of the law. 





Legal News. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Guildhall, before Mr. Justice Erte 
and Common Juries.) 
Wood v. Bell and Others:—March. 1. 


Mr. Langford appeared for the plaintiff; and Mr. Serjeant 
Parry and Mr. Baines for the defendants. 

The action was brought to recover damages for a trespass. 

It appeared from the evidence of Mr. Hopley Frederick 
Wood, the plaintiff, that he was an attorney, living in July last 
at 15, Bow-lane, city, of which Mr. Samuel Alexander Bell and 
Mr. John Black are landlords. He occupied the second and 
third floors, and a room on the first floor, which he used as a 
kitchen, the remainder of the first floor being let to a firm who 
are plush manufacturers. About half past 4 o'clock in the 
afternoon of the 17th of July he found Stephen West and a man 
named Green on the premises. West said he had distrained for 
rent, and Green was making an inventory of the goods in the 
kitchen. They demanded entrance to the other rooms, and 
upon the refusal of Mr. Wood to open the doors broke them 
open, tore down the fixtures, and carried them away, together 
with two boxes of papers, which were afterwards returned. 

On cross-exanination it appeared that the plaintiff was an 
habitual defaulter, and that he had passed through the insolvent 
court. 

Mr. Justice Ere ruled that there was no trespass committed 
in breaking open the doors, because the street door was the 
outer door, and the defendants had entered quietly. 

A discussion between the learned counsel on either side and 
his Lordship followed, from which it was gathered that there 
might be a verdict for the plaintiff for breaking down fixtures, . 
but that the learned judge would not certify for any costs, that 
the fixtures only fetched 12s., and that there was another action 
against West, co-defendant in this action with Messrs. Bell and 
Black. 

It was suggested by the learned judge that a juror should be 
withdrawn in this action, and in the cause of Wood v. West, 
upon the plaintiff undertaking to give up possession of the 
premises in a week, and that undertaking being made a rule of 
Court. 

When there was some symptom of Mr. Wood's declining 
these terms, 

Mr. Justice ERw® said, it was inconceivable what strong 
language he was keeping down. 

The plaintiff then assented, and the two cases thus ter. 
minated. 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Newcast.e. 
CRIMINAL Court. 
(Before Mr. Justice Brtes.)—Feb. 27. 

James Jennings was indicted for bigamy at Tynemouth, on 
the 25th of January last, in having then married a woman, his 
former wife being alive. 

Mr. Davison appeared for the prisoner. 

On the case being called on no counsel appeared for the pro- 
secution. 

His Lorpsuir inquired if any counsel appeared to pro- 
secute? 

Mr. Davison said, that a new practice appeared to be 
attempted to be set up on the Northern Circuit. He understood 
that an attorney had been instructed to prosecute, and had pre- 
pared a brief for counsel; but as it was sup from what the 
defendant had said before the magistrates that he would plead 
guilty, the taxing officer, Mr. Compton, acting under the rules 
and directions issued from the Treasury, had refused to allow 
the attorney his costs for preparing a brief, or a fee for counsel. 

His Lorpsuip.—Does any one prosecute? 





ed in the same false statements, with the knowled 
they were false. The personal plunder which dis- 


Mr. Blackburn said, a brief was just then handed to him, but 
he was not instructed, and no fee was marked, 
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His Lorpsu1r.—Do ‘you appear to prosecute? 

Mr Blackburn said, he did not, he merely held the brief. 

The churchwarden of Tynemouth here stated that he had 
been bound over to prosecute, and had instructed Mr. Kidd, an 
attorney, to prepare a brief for counsel, and take the necessary 
steps to prove the case against the prisoner. A brief had been 
prepared accordingly, and was ready to be delivered, when he 
had that day been iuformed by the taxing oilicer that under the 
new taxing rules, as the prisoner was expected to plead guilty, 
the costs of preparing a brief and a fee to counsel would not be 
allowed. 

His Lorpsurp then directed that the depositions should be 
handed to the junior counsel in court, to examine the witnesses, 

The depositions were accordingly handed to Mr. Church. 


The report of the above case in the Times is accompanied by 
these remarks :-— 

“The above discussion about the allowance of costs has 
created a good deal of comment at the bar. It is understood 
that a scale of allowances for attorneys, fees for counsel, and 
expenses for witnesses is being prepared, which is wholly inade- 
quate to remanerate the former or to reimburse the latter. Is 
this a new scheme in order to make out a case for the appoint- 
ment of public prosecutors? Cut down the costs allowed to 
the attorney to such an extent that it is worth no respectable 
man’s while to attend to a prosecution; make the fees to 
counsel so miserable that they cease to care about criminal 
business; pay the witnesses so little that they are out of pocket 
for their expenses, and will, as a natural consequence, avoid 
coming forward on all occasions to give information or tender 
evidence, because to do so is to inflict a tine on themselves in 
the shape of expenses which they will not get paid, besides loss 
of their time, then, in all probability, a case will be easily made 
out that the administration of criminal justice in the country is 
inefficient. Numerous instances will be ready to quote of 
criminals who have escaped justice because the attorney's clerk 
or constables sent with briefs to counsel (it not being worth 
while for the attorneys to come themselves), from ignorance of 
what was required to be proved to establish their cases, have 
not had the requisite proofs ready. Counsel for miserable fees 
will not throw that zeal into the cases which they ought to do, 
and witnesses will not be in attendance, because they cannot 
afford to lose both time and money. Whena goodly number 
of criminals have escaped justice through this careful economy 
(but real extravagance), then my Lord Campbell will be in a 
condition to bring these facts before the House of Lords as 
establishing an unanswerable case for the appointment of public 
prosecuors all over the country. The plan is an ingenious one, 
and should it be carried out, the mind which conceived it may 
possibly be rewarded by one of these public appointments. ‘The 
folly of such a course of proceeding, so far as the securing the due 
administration of justice is concerned, is but too apparent.” 





MIDLAND CIRCUIT:—NortuamptTon, 
CRIMINAL COURT. 
(Before Mr. Justice CoLertpGe.)—Mar 2. 
George Cooke, solicitor, 63 years of age, was charged with 


obtaining by false pretences, from the Lords Commissioners of 


her Majesty's Treasury, the sum of 38/. 3s, ‘The case, from 
the position of the prisoner as registrar of the Court of Re- 
cord, excited great interest. Mr. Mellor, Q, C., and Mr. Field, 
conducted the prosecution; the prisoner being defended by Mr. 
Macaulay, Q.C., and Mr. Serjeant Hayes. 

There were fifteen counts in the indictment, which occupied 
fifteen skins of parchment, and measured thirty-eight feet in 
length. The trial lasted six hours, but the facts of the case 
are few, 

Prisoner wes appointed registrar of the Northampton Court 
of Record in 1837. In 1844 an Act of Parliament (7 & 8 
Vict. c. 26) was passed, by which the power to arrest on judg- 
ments under £20 was taken away, and (under section 71) com- 
pensation was awarded to any officer of the court who should 
suffer loss of feces in consequence of the alteration. In 1845 
Cooke made a return to the Treasury of his fees for the pre- 
vious seven years, and struck an average, which amounted to 
41, lAs. 
BIL 2s. lid. being the difference between the fees stated to 
have been received during the past year, and the average of tho 
seven previous years, Cooke continued annually to make a 
return, amd to receive compensation; and in August, 1857, he 





returned the fees at 31, 11s, receiving from the Treasury the | 


balance of 381 3¢. It was for making this return, and obtain- 
ing this money, the present charge was brought. It was proved 


in 1846 he received from the Treasury the sum of 








ER ue 
by the evidence of his own clerk, by that of the bailiff of the 
court, and the testimony of several respectable solicitors of the 
town, that the business of the court in the year in question 
(August, 1856, to August, 1857), so far from falling off, had 
very largely increased, and that the return had been necessarily 
fraudulently made. 

On behalf of the prisoner, Mr. Macaulay urged that the 
Court had no jurisdiction; the offence, if any had been com- 
mitted, having been commenced in one county and completed 
in another. 

Mr. Justice CotermpGE declined to stop the case on this 
ground, but reserved the point for consideration. 

Mr. Macaulay next contended, that there was no proof of 
fraudulent intention, and that Mr. Cooke's proceedings were 
compatible with innocence, the court in respect of the business 
of which Cooke made the return being founded by charter in 
1796, and administered under rules made by Myr. Serjeant 
Clarke in 1837, and approved by three judges. He sought to 
establish a distinction between the court as thus constituted 
and the court in its state under the Common Law Procedure 
Act. 

This objection was overruled. 

The jury returned a verdict of Guilty. : 

Dr. Faircloth was then sworn, and examined by Mr. Jfacau- 
lay. He deposed that he was Cooke's medical attendant; that 
he suffered from gout, and that his life would probably be en- 
dangered by close confinement. 

His Lorpsurp, addressing the prisoner, said :—In considering 
the sentence to be passed, he had at first thought of consigning 
him to imprisonment, the only alternative being that of fine, to 
which he most strongly objected. The evidence just given, how- 
ever, by Dr. Faircloth had induced him to alter his first inten- 
tion. Let it not be supposed, however, that the alteration was 
owing at all to the age, position, or character of the prisoner. 
It was due solely to the consideration that imprisonment might 
have an effect upon his health beyond what the ends of justice 
and law required. ‘The sentence of the Court was—that he 
pay a fine to the Queen of £200, and that he be imprisoned 
until the fine be paid, — 

THE NEW MINISTRY, 

Lord Chancellor for Ireland...... ninisons vo. Mr. NAPIER. 

Attorney-General for Ireland ...........0+++ Mr. WHITESIDE. 

The office of the Solicitor-General for Ireland has not yet 
been filled up. _—_—— 

THE NEW LORD CHANCELLOR. 

The Lord Chancellor, Sir F. Thesiger, presided in the Court 
of Chancery on Monday, the Ist inst., and took the usual oath 
of office, which was administered to him by the Master of the 
Rolls. There were present on the bench all the equity judges, 
as well as the Marquis of Salisbury, Sir J. Pakington, and Lord 
J. Manners. ‘The Lord Chancellor wore his state robes, and 
full wig, and the Marquis of Salisbury, Sir J. Pakington, and 
Lord J. Manners, the ministerial uniform, There was a large 
attendance of the bar. After the oath was administered the 
Queen's Advocate, who was supported on either side by the new 
Attorney and Solicitor-General, moved.that it be recorded, 
which was ordered accordingly. 

The Daily News says: —*The Lord Chancellor, who has taker 
the title of Lord Chelmsford, is the youngest but only surviving 
son of the late Charles Thesiger, sq , some time collector of cus- 
toms in the island of St. Vincent, and nephew of Sir Frederick 
Thesiger, a distinguished naval officer, who was aide-de-camp 
to Lord Nelson at the battle of Copenhagen, His Lordship was 
born in London, in 1794, so that he is now in the 64th year of 
his age. His Lordship entered the royal navy at an early age, 
as midshipman of the Cambrian frigate, and saw active service 
in that vessel at Copenhagen in 1807. We believe that the de- 
struction of his father’s property at Mount Souffrier, in St. 
Vincent's, by a volcanic eruption of that mountain, coup 
with the death of his father and his elder brothers, induced him 
to resolve on retrieving the fortunes of his family by entering 
himeelf as a student for the bar, After the usual course ¢ 
study in chambers, he was called to the bar at Gray's inn i 
Michaelmas ‘Term, 1818, and went the Home Circuit, of which 
he was for many years the acknowledged leader; and it is in 
grateful memory of his successful careey upon that cireuit that 
his Lordship has chosen to take the title by whieh he will be 
hereafter known in the peerage, from one of the county towns 
which witnessed his carly triumplis as an advocate. His sub- 
sequent parliamentary career, as M, P. successively for the 
boroughs of Woodstock, Abingdon, and Stamford, and a6 Soli- 
citor and Attorney-General under Sir Robert Peel and 
Derby, is too well known to need recording here.”’ 
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TWO SOLICITORS CHARGED WITH FORGERY. 


On the 27th ult, James and Charles Mellor, father and 
son, solicitors, recently in business at Ashton-under-Lyne, were 
brought before the magistrates of that borough charged with 
forgery. ji 

Mr. Marriott, solicitor, of Manchester, said,the prisoners had 
been captured in America and brought to this country on two 
charges of forgery. One of these charges was that of altering 
the word “one” to “four” in a receipt given to the Mellors by 
Simon Fothergill, of Manchester, whose wife was a legatee under 
the will of the late Mr. Hart, the administration of whose t affairs 
had been placed in the hands of the elder prisoner. The receipt 
had thus been passed off as for £450, when the prisoner had in 
reality only paid £150. The second charge was for creating 
and passing off, as for value, a deed of conveyance which pur- 
ported to convey to a person ‘named Prestwich certain property 
at Saddleworth, the name used as that of the conveyor being 
that of a clerk in Mellors’ office. The elder prisoner was charged 
with uttering these forgeries, and the son, Charles, with having 
engrossed the fictitious conveyance, asked the clerk to sign it, 
and that he had himself witnessed the signature. 

The magistrates remanded the prisoners. 


The further examination took place on the 3rd inst. The 
charges taken , and which occupied the court tilla late hour, were 
among those in which Mrs. Clarke, of Bowden, was interested. Mr. 
Leresche, barrister, prosecuted, instructed by Mr. Marriott, and 
the first case was one in which Mrs. Clarke directed Mellor to 
call in £500 that he had been employed to invest on mortgage 
for her as the surviving executrix of the late James Hart. This 
money was directed to be paid to Mr. Fothergill, of Manchester, 
whose wife was entitled to a beneficial interest under the will 
of Hart. Of this money Mellor caused £150 only to be paid 
to Mr. Fothergill, afterwards altering the receipt to £450, and 
passing it as such to Mrs. Clarke. The next case was one in 
which Mrs. Clarke, through her sister, Mrs. Janet Hart, authorised 
the elder prisoner to invest £300 on mortgage in 1856. Shortly 
afterwards he delivered to them two deeds, one purporting to 
be a conveyance of hereditaments in Saddleworth, from Mr. 
Wm. Bottomley to Mr. Samuel Prestwich, for a consideration of 
4400, and the other purporting to be a mortgage from Mr. 
Samuel Prestwich to Mrs. Mary Clarke for £300. At this time 
he stated that he knew the property, and that the security was 
ample. It was shown in evidence before the magistrates that 
Bottomley was a clerk in Mellor’s oftice, and had no property 
to sell, and that Prestwich was a baker who had mavyried 
Mellor’s servant, and never had any property to mortgage. Bot- 
tomlev and Prestwich deposed that they had been induced to sign 
the deeds without hearing them read, and that they supposed 
they were signing as trustees, and only asa matter of form, The 
charge against the younger prisoner was, that he had engrossed 
one of the deeds and attested the signature to the other, know- 
ing that they were forgeries. Both the prisoners were com- 
mitted for trial; but the younger Mellor was admitted to bail, 

It appears the prisoners were captured by Mr. Buckley, of 
the Manchester detective police, who started in pursuit on the 
15th January last, with warrants for their apprehension, by the 
Canada steamer, from Liverpool to Boston. From Boston he 
Went to Portland, thence to Island Pond, Montreal, Toronto, 
Detroit, Chicago, and Sandwich. At the last place he hired a 
Waggon, and proceeded to the prairie lands of Illinois, about 
thirty miles from St. Louis, where he arrived on the 6th 
February. Here he found the prisoners staying at a farm- 

se, occupied by Mr. Edward Heap, He was introduced as a 
countryman, and did not disclose his errand until he had satis- 
fied himself by conversation with them that they were the men 

was in search of. He brought them home by the Edinburgh 
Seamer from New York, and arrived at Ashton that morning, 
having travelled altogether between 9,000 and 10,000 miles. It 
Was expected that the prisoners would have a large sum of 
Money with them, the result of the heavy forgeries they have 
committed, but Buckley only recovered £140 and some deeds. 
The prisoners held a highly respectable y »osition in Ashton, 


COSTS ON CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS, 
The following letter has been published in the 7'imes:— 
“Sir,—The impolic y, not to say injustice, exhibited in the 
wale of payments to witnesses recently issued by Sir George 
Grey calls, in my opinion, for immediate revision under the 
Power given to you by the 5th section of the 14th & 15th Vict. 
55. By that statute, and, I believe, by all previous statutes 





witnesses compelled to attend in criminal cases for their ‘ex- 
penses, trouble, and loss of time.’ The preamble to the scale 
referred to would lead the reader to suppose that remuneration 
is intended to be made under it; but it is not so, as the follow- 
ing examples will show:— ; 
To prosecutors and witnesses, being members of the profession of 
law or medicine, attending to give professional evidence (but 
not otherwise), for their trouble, expenses, and loss of time for 
each day they shall necessarily attend the court to give ale 
fessional evidence, a sum not to exceed .. 
For each night the same as an ordinary witness, if at any assizes 
—Vviz..... ° coos cece eves cece coon OD 
If at sessions—viz. 0 2 
And second-class railway fare, but it no railwi ay for mileage each 
WAY cece 0038 
“Will these « sums remunerste ‘for ' ‘trouble, pean, and loss 
of time ?? And what the paltry difference between assizes and 
sessions means I cannot understand. It is also to be observed, 
that if a member of the profession of the law or of medicine 
should happen to be a witness in any criminal case, in conse- 
quence of his presence at the time the ‘offence is committed, and 
though he may be obliged to go thirty miles from home to give 
evidence, still he is only to be paid as an ordinary witness, as 
specified in the following extract :— 


on Oo 


To prosecutors and witnesses not previously previded for there £ s. c+ 

may be allowed for their expenses, tk and loss of esas 

per day, @ sum not toexceed .... aaee pry cea eee 
To the same for each night at assizes coee eese econ ODS 
At sessions 020 
And second- class railway fare, but if no railwa ay for milage each 

WEY cee coor O OB 


“Ts it res ar" diabeiecbesl crediilidils Seite or artisan 
should be compelled to leave his business and his home at 
whatever detriment to himself, and be told that he is to receive 
the paltry pittance of 3s. 6d. per day, or 6s. per day and night, 
for ‘expenses, trouble, and loss of time?’ Then follows a 
most extraordinary exception :— 

To a governor of a gaol for his loss of time, me and git 


in bringing up a rasa ted day ° 012 0 
Mileage... . * sees . ecee 010 
“Tdon't find fault with the erie ance to the gaoler. I think 


it is reasonable, but it proves the unreasonableness of the other 
allowances, even without taking into account the fact, that the 
gaoler is in receipt of a salary which is not stopped, and there- 
fore that there cannot be any loss of time in his case. The 
scale of payments to different grades of witnesses ought to be 
based on this allowance; it would then meet the fair claims in 
each case. 

“T have been a taxing officer as clerk of the peace for twenty- 
five years. I feel assured that the unreasonable scale of pay- 
ments I have referred to will deter witnesses from rendering 
assistance in bringing criminals to justice, and by that means 
the usefulness of the police will be much impaired. 

“ Lord Hale, in his time, called out against the impolicy of not 
remunerating witnesses properly. Subsequent enactments have 
enabled the proper authorities to remedy the evil complained of 
in Lord Hale’s time; and now in the nineteenth century the 
mischief is brought back to us. 

“Tam, Sir, your obedient servant, 
JosEerH Prers, Clerk.of the Peace 
for the County of Denbigh.” 

“The Secretary of State, Home Office, Whitehall, London, 
“ Ruthin, March 2.” 


THE LAW COURTS. 

The following letter has been addressed to the editor of the 
Times. 

“ Sir,—It is well known to your legal, and, probably, to a large 
number of your general readers that the courts and offices of 
the superior courts are at present distributed as follows—namely, 
commencing eastward, the Courts of Bankruptey and their 
offices in Basinghall-street; the offices of the Prebate and 
Divorce Court in Doctors'-commons; the Courts of Chancery 
and their offices in Lincoln’s-inn; the offices of the Courts of 
Common Law, partly in Lincoln’s-inn, partly in Chancery-lane, 
and partly in the Temple; while the Courts of Common Law 
themselves and that of Probate and Divorce sit in Westminster- 
hall. 

“Tt is unnecessary to dwell upon the loss of time and labour 
involved in this dispersion of the courts of justice and their 
dependent oftices. ‘The evil is felt and universally acknowledged, 
but, like many other admitted evils, I fear that it is not likely to 
be remedied within the lives of any of the present generation, 
| would, however, respectfully suggest ane practical improvement 
—namely, that, for the convenience of the public, as well as of 





" the subject, the Legislature contemplated remuneration to 


parties, witnesses, or jurors, summoned toattend the courts, they 
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should be known by their right names. At present, should any 
stranger open the door of the principal court in Westminster- 
hall, over which is written “ The Lord Chancellor's Court,” under 
the impression that he will thereby witness the administration 
of equity by the highest tribunal in the country, he will be 
surprised to find it occupied (most worthily I admit) by Sir C. 
Cresswell, in his character of judge of the Court of Probate 
or Divorce, as the case may be. Being thus disappointed of 
witnessing the proceedings before my Lord Chancellor our friend 
may try the next door, being that of the Lords Justices, where 
an equal surprise will await him in the shape of Chief Justice 
Cockburn sitting at Nisi Prius, and charging a jury empanelled 
in your reporter's box. 

“I might continue my instances, but I think I have said 
enough to show the practical inconvenience of which I complain, 
and to save any unfortunate juryman or witness from the 
penalties of not attending courts without a local habitation or a 
name.—TI have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant. 

“Feb. 16.” “A SoviciTor.” 





THE LAW OF INSURANCE. 

The following letter has also been addressed to the editor of 
the Times :— 

“ Sir,—The state of the law in reference to the very important 
question as to ‘days of grace’ in life insurance policies, which 
has already produced several letters in your columns, will be 
further illustrated by the following extract from the judgement 
of the Court of Common Pieas in the case of ‘Simpson r. 
The Accidental Death Insurance Company’ (given on the 4th 
of July, 1857), which I quote from the original shorthand 
writer's notes. In that case a premium had not b - paid at the 
death of the gentleman insured, who died during the (so-called) 
days of grace allowed by the policy. The pars ; te an action 
brought upon the policy, pleaded the non-payment of the pre- 
mium. Mr. Justice Cresswell thus remarks upon the arguments 
on that plea:— ‘It was contended for the As uintiffs that the 
plea gave no suffi r ty the declar ¢ that the 21 
days allowed for the payment of the premium were days of grace. 
and operated das a prolongation of the time for which the insur- 
ance was effected, and that the policy had not ceased to exist at 
the time when the death of the insured occurred. It was 
further contended, that P ‘ment of the premium was not neccs- 
sary to keep the policy alive, wl that the event on which the 

sum insured was to be paid h: iving happened within the 21 days 

it was in effect paid, as the directors might deduct it out of that 
sum which was in their ios payable to the plaintiff.’ The 
Court were ‘of opinion that none of these arguments were 
well founded.’ 

“ There were many collateral questions connected » 
case, but I _— only so much as bears upon the 
engaging the att tention of the publi 

“ There is no doubt wi 
law no policy can be said to be pe 
pending the days of grace. 
the premium. Yet the general 

ays as being in fact what the 
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not—viz.. ‘4 prolongation of the time for which the insurance 
was effected.’ } 
“The sooner 2 distinct and 2 upon this subject i 






adopted by insurance offices the Letter, and in th: ir own interest 
they will doubtless adopt the popular 
both in reference to the days of grace 

against the policy moneys of any premium due at the time of 
death. which it suet frequently be absolutely impose 
executors to pay, or even to bea 

tame. 

‘It will be said that no insurance office of standing and 
character is li to take such an objection, unless there are 
other valid obj mé to the claim on the policy. To 4 certain 
extent this is true, but under such circumstances there j 
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always much danger that the question of what are ‘ other valid 
objections’ wil] receive from insurance company directors a very 
liberal interpretation in their own favour-—J aim, Sir, vour 
Sedient vervant, 
17, Serjeant’s-ina, Feb. 20,” Jamns Crowpy,” 
In the matter of the winding-up of the oval British Bank 
Mr. Harding. the offivial wanuager, attended on the 4th instant 


with lie solicitor, Mr. Burtoy. betore the Vice-Chancel 
Chambers, to apply for the sanction of bis Monour to 
t vnaypromivs which the official manager and the ¢ Abel y Ne 
ahyex very cardul investigation, thong ht it desirable for the 
interest Of the creditors at large 
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Field, of the firm of ee. Field, & “Jackson, represented the 
shareholders under class B. The aggregate amount of the 
proposals up to the present time sent in to the official manager 
by shareholders under class A and class B (including Mr. 
Brockwell) is about £120,000. ‘The number of compromises 
which received the approval of his Honour the Vice-Chancellor 
was 76, amounting in the whole to £50,000. Mr. Harding has 
under consideration other proposals representing the sum of 
£30,000, which will shortly also be submitted to his Honour, 

The criminal calendar at Winchester is very heavy. There 
are seventy prisoners for trial. When it is considered that 
forty prisoners were tried at the winter circuit, and that fifty 
prisoners have been tried at the quarter sessions since that 
time, the number seems unusually large. 

Mrs. Wilkins, widow of the late Serjeant Wilkins, is to 
appear at the Haymarket Theatre on Monday, the 8th instant, 
in the “ Love Chase.” 

Lord Chelmsford has appointed Mr. William Carmalt Scott, 
of the Chancery bar, to be his private secretary. 

————————>——-- 


The Freneh Tribunals. 


The hnperial Court has just given a decision against the claim 
of the French Government: to inherit some property left under the 
following circumstances. An unmarried Englishwoman named 
Brown, who, after long residing at Boulogne-sur-Mer, had taken 
up her residence at Paris, died in the Hospital de la Charité in 
June, 1854. She was at first supposed to be in distress, but it 
turned out that she had left securities worth more than 
300,000fr. The government took possession of the property, 
but her brother and two sisters, Mr. George Brown, Mrs. Worth, 
and Mrs. Munro, brought in July, 1856, an action before the 
Civil Tribunal to get it back, and as they produced letters of 
adininistration from the Prerogative Court of Canterbury, the 
tribunal granted the application. On the 27th ult., the prefect 
of the Seine, acting as representative ol the government, appealed 
tothe Imperial Court to have the decision set aside, on the ground 
that the letters of administration were not suflicient to prove 
that Mr. Brown, Mrs. Worth, and Mrs. Munro, were really the 
heirs of the deceased, and that they ought formally to have 
established the fact in the mauner required by English juris- 
prudence. But the Court confirmed the fromer judgment. 


The Court of Assizes of the Haute-Garonne some days ago 
tried a woman, nained Lamouroux, for an attempt at murder, and 
a man, named Carrere, for complicity in the same. In the even- 
ing of the 24th November, the woman's husband, an old man, 
much her senior, was occupied in his yard whilst she stood at a 
short distance from him with a lighted candle. All at once the 


| report of a pistol was heard, and he fell to the ground, struck by 


ball behind the ear. Ile was seriously, yet not mortally 
wounded, but his wife, instead of rendering any assistance, went 
away, and he had to euter his house as best he could, and get 
ance from his neighbours. ‘The woman was suspected, 
because she had long entertained « mortal hatred of her 
husband,and had threatened to murder him, and because she 
was known to carry on an adulterous connexion with Carrere. 
it appeared from an examination of the premises that it was 
almost impossible that any one but the woman could have fired 
the pistol; and Carrere, on being questioned, confessed that 
he had, a few days before, at her request, purchased one for her. 
He added, that she had solicited him to murder her husband, 
but that he had refused, and had given her the pistol. ‘The jury 
declared, both guilty, with extenuating circumstances; and the 
Court sentenced the woman to twenty years’ hard labour, and 
the man to lifteen, ——~ 






The famous affair of “the Queen's diamond necklace,” which 
made so much noise just before the outbreak of the great 
evolution of 1789, is about to come on again before the Courts 
of Paris, the heirs and representatives of Bochner und Bossange, 
the jewellers who supplied the necklace, having brought an 
action against the heirs and representatives of Cardinal de 
Rohan, the Vrinces de Rohan, now residing in Bohemia, to 
payment of it out of the cardinal’s estate, it having been 
ee fided by them to bin In this action, some of the heirs of 
other ere Aiton of the cardinal have intervened in order to obtain 
payment of what ie due tothem. On the 27th, ult., the heir 
of a M. Cerf beer, contractor to the army of the first Republic, 
appeared belore the president of the Civil Tribunal sitting in 
chambers, and stating that they had aclaim of some 2, (00,000 fr. 
on the estate, made an application to the effect, that a judicial 
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administrator should be appointed to watch over the interests of 
all the creditors, and to represent them in the approaching 
action. The other creditors making no objection, the president 
appointed M. F. Cerfbeer, one of the interested parties, to be 
administrator. ——_— 


A trial under-the following singular circumstances has 
just taken place at Nimes: A foreign merchant named 
Dromocaiti, of Marseilles, having been condemned by the 
Tribunal of Correctional Police of that city to three years’ 
imprisonment and 3,000fr. fine for swindling, in having assured 
for 190,000fr. a ship belonging to him, called the Trois Seurs, 
after he had received a telegraphic despatch of her having been 
wrecked, the Imperial Court of Aix quashed the condemna- 
tion, on the ground that what he had done did not fall within 
the technical definition of the word swindling. On appeal the 
Court of Cassation declared that the Court of Aix was wrong, 
and ordered the man to be tried anew beforé the Court of 
Nimes. It was proved that Dromocaiti had effected the insur- 
ance at about 30 or 35 minutes past 11, on the 3rd Jan., 1857, 
and that a despatch from Paris announcing the loss of the ship 
had been delivered at his office at 25 minutes past 11 on the same 
day. But it appeared that at the moment of the delivery he 
was absent, and it could not be established that he was acquainted 
with the despatch until after the assurance had been com- 
pleted. Another circumstance in his favour was, that, though 
after his acquittal by the Court of Aix he had left 
France, he came from Bucharest to take his trial on learning 
the decision of the Court of Cassation. The Court acquitted 
him. 4 ae 

MM. Brugiliole & Co. applied for relief to the president 
of the Civil ‘Tribunal under the following circumstances : In 
July last they remitted to MM. Pigniéres & Co., bankers, from 
a desire to oblige them, various bills, to enable those gentlemen 
to raise funds of which they (Pigniéres & Co.) had pressing need 
for certain operations in the shares of the Galveston Railway, in 
the United States, but subject to the condition that Pignitres’ & 
Co. should pay the bills when they became due, and give them 
up to Brugiliole & Co. 'T'wo of the bills, of 3,000fr. each, were 
not paid, and the holder of them brought an action before the 
Tribunal of Commerce against both Brugiliole & Co. and 
Pignitres & Co. to obtain payment, but the latter made one 
Mainbourg, an instrument of theirs in whose name they fre- 
quently did business, pay the bills, and continue in his own name 
the action against Brugiliole & Co. ‘These latter now alleged 
that not only was Mainbourg not a bond fide holder of the bills, 
but that Pigniéres & Co. had no right to maintain an action on 
them, inasmuch as they had given Brugiliole & Co. no value 
for them. Brugiliole & Co.,in consequence, demanded that the 
action should be stopped. On behalf’ of Mainbourg, the allega- 
tions made were disputed, but the president ordered that the 
action should be discontinued. 


Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


SuerirF — Liasiviry FoR AN Escape — MEASURE OF 
DAMAGES—JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Moore vy. Moore, 6 W. R. 288. 

The liability of a sheriff for permitting a prisoner to escape 
is now regulated by 2 modern statute (5 & 6 Viet. ¢. 98), Be- 
fore that time sheriffs were treated with extreme severity. Lf 
the sheriff had a prisoner in arrest who might not be able to pay 
a farthing, and suffered him to escape, he was liable to make 
good the full amount of the debt tor which the execution had 
issyed, ‘This was tho common law interpretation of the old 
statutes of Idward 1 and Richard 2, by which the law of the 
matter was regulated. ‘The same rule prevailed in the Court 
of Chancery, more out of imitation of the common law courts 
than from any principle of equity. ‘This doctrine vested mainly 
on two cases, Levett v. Letteney, and another, reported in the 
appendix to “ Beames on Costs.” ‘These wore instances in 
Which a sheriff, having the custody of « prisoner on a writ of 
attachment for non-payment of money, had allowed him to 
esoape, wid had been compelled to pay the full amount of the 
dybt. ‘Tho statute of the present reign before mentioned con- 
tained provisions intended to modify the harshuess of the old haw. 
The qubstance of thoye was, that the sherit! should hengetorth 
ho liable only for the amount of damage occasioned by the 
escupe, to be recovered in an action on the case, Upen this 
Statute, two poiuts were raised in Moore ve ddoore, One was, 
that the statute had taken away the jurisdiction of the Court 
OF Chancery, and coptined the remedy against the short! 





even in the case of an execution under chancery process 
to the common law action on the case. The other point was, 
that, if the Court had jurisdiction, it would exercise it according 
to the old rule of requiring restitution of the debt in full, and 
would not be fettered by the legislative rule applicable to 
actions on the case, that the real loss sustained should be the 
measure of the relief given against the sheriff. Both of these 
points were decided in the negative. The facts were, simply, 
that the sheriff had permitted the escape of a prisoner, taken 
under a writ of attachment for the non-payment of a sum of 
about £1,200. There was evidence that the prisoner was in- 
solvent, but the claim made was for the full sum. The Master 
of the Rolls held, in the first place, that the old cases established 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery, that the modern Act 
had not taken it away, and that it would not be a proper course 
to send the question to be tried in an action on the case at law. 
At the same time, he considered that the rule laid down by the 
statute, that the measure of damages should be the loss incurred 
by the escape, and not the entire debt, applied equally to govern 
the decision of a court of equity as of a court of law. The re- 
sult was, that the sheriff was declared liable, and it was referred 
to chambers to ascertain the value of the custody, and the con- 
sequent damage from the escape. 

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE—UNCERTAINTY OF CONTRACT. 

Haywood v. Cope, 6 W. KR. 304. 

There are few rules better established than that a court of 
equity will not entorce specific performance of a contract unless 
the terms are ascertained with sufficient precision. Hay- 
wood v. Cope is useful as an extreme instance of the 
length to which the Courts will venture to go in ex- 
ercise of their jurisdiction of compelling specitic performance. 
The agreement which was the subject of the suit was for the 
lease of two seams of coal, described as lying “under lands 
hereatter to be detined in the Bank End Estate.” On the face 
of it, this agreement would seem to leave the extent of the 
mines intended to be leased wholly undefined. Lands under a 
given estate might be limited to & square yard, or extend to a 
square mile. In point of fact, it was evident from the col- 
lateral circumstances that the perties meant the lease to cem- 
prise the whole extent of the Bank End Estate; and the words 
“ hereafter to be defined ” were introduced with reference to the 
boundaries of that estate, and not for the purpose of leaving it 
an open question, whether the whole or only an uncertain part 
of the estate was intended to be comprised. It is doubtful how 
far the knowledge of this fact intluenced the decision, and very 
much more doubtful whether it furnished any admissible ground 
for determining the construction of a written agreement. How- 
ever this may be, the Court held that the true reading of the 
very ambiguous words that we have cited was, that the whole of 
the estate named was meant to be included; and that the only 
uncertainty was, as to the precise legal description of the limits 
of that property. On this view, a decree for specitic perform- 
ance was x matter of course; but the case will probably be 
often cited, as an illustration of the liberal construction which 
the Court will put upon an instrument when there is extrinsic 
evidence to satisfy it that the parties themselves acted upon 
a certain interpretation. 

MonrtTéaGE—ForecLosturE—Equity oF REDEMPTION. 

Vint v. Padgett, 6 W. R. 321. 

The right of » mortgagor to redeem the mortgaged premises 
being purely a creature of equity, the usual rule, that the per- 
son who seeks equity must also do it, is strictly applied by the 
Court in suits for redemption, Upon this principle, it has been 
held, that where a person mortgages to the same mortgagee dif 
ferent estates, to secure separate advances, made either simul- 
taneously or successively, the mortgagee can insist that all or 
none shall be redeemed, because it would be against equity that 
the mortgagor should have it in his power to select which securi- 
ties he would redeem, leaving the mortgagee the risk of loss 
trom the possible insufficiency of the others, This beiug se, it 
is reasonable that the mortgagor, under such circumstances, 
should not have the power of defeating the rule of the Court, 
by assigning the equity of redemption or otherwise dealing with 
it; and, accordingly, in Jresea v. Dews (2 Cox, Ch. C. 423), Lord 
Keayon decided that a mortgagee af two estates might hold 
both against the purchaser af the equity of redemption ef one 
of them, without notice af the other mortgage, aytil all chat 
was due on both was paid. Indeed, the decision af the Heuse 
ot Lords in Jones ¥ Snedth (reversing, on appeal, the decision of 
Lord Aleanley, M. KR. 2 Ves, jun, S76) seems to go the leagth 
of sanctioning the proposition, that a mortgage of persenal 
svouritive Imy not be redewmed without also redeeming a wort 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, = Mar. 6, 1858, 











gage of real estate in the same hands; while the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Watts v. Symes (1 De G. Mac & Gor. 
240) establishes the right of the mortgagee to have his whole 
security or none redeemed, whether the question arises in a suit 
for redemption or in one for foreclosure; in other words, whe- 
ther the mortgagor or the mortgagee is the party who invokes 
the aid of the Court. 

In Vint v. Padgett, the mortgagor being seised of two estates, 
mortgaged one in 1822 to one person, and the other in 1825 
to another person; and in 1828 he mortgaged to a third the 
equity of redemption in both estates. The two original mort- 
gages became vested in the plaintiff, who filed his bill to fore- 
clese the mortgagee of the equity of redemption; and the 
question in the suit was, whether the mortgagee of the equity of 
redemption was entitled to redeem one of the mortgaged estates 
without redeeming the other. Stuart, V. C., held, that the de- 
fendant must redeem both estates or neither. In accepting the 
equity of redemption of two separate estates, which might 
become consolidated by being held by the same hand, his Honour 
considered the defendant necessarily incurred the risk of being 
foreclosed, or—if he wanted to avoid foreclosure—of being com- 
pelled to redeem both estates. 

EstaTeE potrk AUTRE VirE—SpeEcIAL OCCUPANT—STATUTE 
or WILLS. 
Reynolds v. Wright, 6 W. R. 301. 

sv the 6th section of the 1 Vict. c. 26, if no disposition by 
will has been made of any estate pour autre vie, in case there 
is no special occupant, and whether the estate be of frechold, 
copyhold, or any other tenure, it shall go to the executor or ad- 
ministrator of the party that had the estate. In Reynolds v. 
Wright, there was a gift by will of all the testatrix’s real estate, 
of whatever tenure the same might be, to the defendants as 
trustees, in trust for one J. S. B., his heirs, &c., for ever; and 
the testatrix appointed thé defendants executors of her will. 
Among other property, the testatrix held a bishop's lease for 
three lives, whicli were still subsisting. After her death, J. $. B. 
entered into possession, and died a bachelor intestate, he having 
been illegitimate. The plaintiff had taken out administration 
on behalf of the Crown, between whom and the defendants the 
question in the suit was, whether the latter, under the circum- 
stances, were entitled to hold the lease for their own benefit 
discharged from the trusts. The Crown claimed to be entitled 
under the 6th section of the 1 Vict. c. 26, though the wart of 
a special occupant arose from failure of heirs, and not from an 
omission in the limitations. And the Master of the Rolls 
acceded to this view. 


Cases at Common Law syccially Enteresting to Attorneys. 





SeconpD DIsTRESS FOR THE SAME CAUSE, WHEN LEGAL. 
Lee v. Cooke, 6 W. R., Exch. C., 284. 

The point of law involved in this case, the facts of which, as 
stated in the report, are somewhat complicated, may be very 
shortly stated, and is of interest. It is actionable to distrain a 
second time for the same cause, if the first distress might have 
been carried out, and would have been a sufficient remedy, but 
was abandoned, ‘This rule, which was taken pro confesso in 
the recent cause in the Exchequer of Bagge, appellant, Mawby, 
respondent (8 Exch. 641), rests on the principle that the second 
distress, under such circumstances, is vexatious and harassing 
to the distraince; but as the case referred to decided that the 
landlord was not exempted from the operation of the rule, by 
his being induced to withdraw from the first distress by a 
threat on the part of a stranger, so the case under discussion 
decides that he is exempted if the first distress is rendered in- 
complete as a remedy by the act of the distrainee himself. 
Here, the distraince forcibly and wrongfully prevented the pur- 
chaser of the distress from taking possession of it; and he was 
consequently held not to be entitled to recover damages against 
the distrainer for taking a second distress. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT—COMPROMISE, SPECIAL INSTRUC- 
SIONS REQUIRED FOR, 
Brookes v. Cor, 6 W. Vi, Exch., 287. 

The question for the consideration of the Court arose out of 
the following circumstances:—Two causes stood for trial 
againet the same defendant. In the first he was sued for 
breach of a promise to marry the person for whose seduction 
he was sued in the other. When the first cause was called on, 
his counsel proposed to the counsel fpr the plaintiff (who was 
retained in both actions), that both should be settled; and they 
accordingly agreed upon, and indorsed on their respective 








briefs, certain terms, including a verdict for the plaintiff in the 
first action for a certain sum, the withdrawal of a juror in the 
second, and an agreement not to apply for a bastardy order, 
The attorney for the plaintiff was not himself in court, but two 
of his clerks were; and they heard and apparently coneurred 
in the above arrangement. Afterwards, the plaintiff alleged 
that her attorney had no authority from her to compromise 
the application in bastardy, and applied for an order of affilia- 
tion at the next ensuing sessions. The Court of Quarter 
Sessions adjourned the matter till the opinion of the Court of 
Exchequer had been obtained as to the validity of the 
above settlement; and this question was now raised, upon a 
rule which had been obtained by the defendant for a new trial, 
on the ground that the plaintiff had not observed the condition 
as to not applying for an order in bastardy, and which called 
on the plaintifi’s attorney to show cause why the costs of the 
original trial and of the present application should not be paid by 
him to the defendant. It was urged in support of this rule, that so 
far as its event was concerned, it mattered not whether the attor- 
ney had authority to enter into the arrangement or not. If he 
had, then the plaintiff was in default in not performing one of 
the conditions. If he had not, then the costs ought to fall on 
his attorney, since they accrued from his acting without autho- 
rity. In either view of the matter, the defendant was blame- 
less. ‘To this reasoning the Court acceded; observing that the 
question lay altogether between the plaintiff and her attorney, 
and it was for them to fight out the question as to the extent 
of authority. 

It is much to be regretted that the attorney was himself not 
present in court. The clerks left in charge were but in- 
sufficient representatives, for they do not appear to have 
interfered at all in the matter; and, in the absence of any 
special instructions giving authority to abandon the right of 
application to the sessions, there seems little doubt that, though 
the client may possibly have been bound by such a condition, 
the attorney would be held liable to her for any loss she might 
thereby sustain. 





Ca. SA—EFFECT OF DISCHARGE OF PRISONER—ENTRY OF 
; SATISFACTION. 
Catlin v. Kernott, 6 W. Rt., C. P., 291. 

This was a rule calling on the plaintiff to show cause why 
satisfaction of the judgment in the above action, which had 
been obtained against the defendant, should not be entered on 
record. The action was on a promissory note given by the 
defendant to the plaintiff, in payment of his services as the de- 
fendant’s solicitor; and the defendant being in prison at the 
suit of another plaintiff, had been detained in custody by the 
plaintiff on a ca, sa. issued on the above judgment. While so 
in prison under this ca. sa., the defendant was made a bankrupt 
on the petition of the plaintiff. The defendant hereupon 
threatened to oppose the proceedings on the ground that 
the plaintiff’s was not a good petitioning creditor's debt, 
and the plaintiff being desirous of proving his debt in 
bankruptcy it was agreed between them, through the inter- 
vention of a third party, that the defendant should be dis- 
charged from prison, and that, on the other hand, he should 
not dispute the bankruptcy proceedings. ‘The plaintiff accord- 
ingly directed the gaoler to discharge the defendant, which was 
done; but the defendant broke his agreement, and successfully 
disputed the bankruptcy, which was superseded, The question 
now before the Court was, whether, under these circumstances, 
they would compel the plaintiff to enter satisfaction on the 
record, or whether they would leave to him such advantages as 
he might derive from the existence of a judgment against the 
defendant. It was urged for the plaintiff, that merely to issue 
aca, sa. Was no satisfaction of the judgment debt; except to 
this extent, that no other writ could be afterwards executed 
thereon, unless under certain contingencies. ‘That one of these 
was the case of the debtor dying, when, by 21 Jac, 1, ¢. 24, exe- 
cution might issue afresh against his lands or goods; another, the 
case of his escape, when he might, by 8 & 9 Will. 3, c. 27, be 
taken again on a fresh writ, or some other remedy be taken on 
the same judgment; a third is, in case the discharge be obtained 
by fraud; and it was argued that the case under discussion 
fell within this exception. To this, however, the Court replied, 
that no fraud appeared upon the affidavits, but simply a breach 
of agreement, for which the plaintiff had his proper remedy in 
damages. And that it had been expressly decided in Janner 
v. Haque (7 'T. KR, 420), that a breach of agreement on the part 
of the defendant, who had been discharged, was not sufficient 
to allow him to be retaken. ‘The Court, therefore, made the 
rule absolute, 

The case under discussion appears to be a hard one on the 
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plaintiff; and, it may be remarked that, in the case of Tanner 
v. Hague, chiefly relied upon by the Court, the condition vio- 
lated was to pay the debt in a certain time, the breach of which 
might have arisen from inability, and was consistent with 
good fuith; but here, the defendant promised to abstain from 
doing something quite within his own control, viz., to abstain 
from opposition; a circumstance which seems to taint the trans- 
action strongly with fraud. Moreover, in the case of Lambert 
v, Parnell (15 L. J., Q. B., 15), on which the Court also dwelt, 
the want of good faith, if any, was on the part of the plaintiff ; 
for, after having discharged the defendant, he registered the 
judgment. 

It is also to be observed, that a ca. sa. is no actual satisfaction 
of the judgment debt, except for the purposes above stated; for 
example, it does not bar a plaintiff from taking out execution 
against other persons liable to the same debt and damages; con- 
sequently, it does not seem necessarily to follow that the Court 
will order satisfaction to be entered on the roll, though they 
might refuse to assist the plaintiff, and would discharge the 
defendant, if taken on another writ. It is, indeed, laid down in 
the books of practice, that such entry is matter of right, and 
not for the discretion of the Court; but, as remarked by the 
Court, no authorities are quoted for this position, which, though 
no doubt correct in the ordinary case of a judgment satisfied by 
payment of the debt, might possibly require some qualification 
with regard to other methods of satisfaction. 


Ree. Gen., H. T., 1853 (Pr. rr. 166, 167)—SwuineG in PERSON 
—Notice TO OprosiTeE Party oF EMPLOYMENT OF 
ATTORNEY. 

Bryant v. Wilson, 6 W. R., C.P., 292. 

This case turned upon the object of rr. 166, 167, IH. T., Pr., 
1853, by which the mode in which proceedings are to be served, 
where the parties sue or defend in person, without the interven- 
tion of an attorney, are regulated. By the first of those rules, 
the party so suing or defending is required to enter an address 
within three miles from the General Post Office, where may be 
left all proceedings not requiring personal service, at the peril 
of the opposite party being allowed to serve such proceedings 
by sticking them up in the Master's office. By the second, if a 
plaintiff shall sue out agwrit, or the defendant shall appear, in 
person, “and either party shall, by an attorney of the court, 
have given notice in writing to the opposite party, or the 
attorney or agent of such party, of such attorney being autho- 
rised to act as attorney for the party on whose behalf such 
notice is given, all pleadings, notices, summonses, orders, rules, 
and other proceedings, which, according to the practice of the 
Courts, are to be delivered to or served upon the party on whose 
behalf such notice is given, shall thereafter be delivered to or 
served upon such attorney.” 

In the case under discussion the plaintiff had sued out the 
writ of summons in person, and recovered in the action. No 
such notice was ever given by the plaintiff to the defendant as 
referred to in the above rules; but, in point of fact, an attorney 
was employed on behalf of the plaintiff, and the declaration de- 
livered was indorsed with his name and address. ‘The Master, 
in taxing costs, held, that, under those circumstances, the 
plaintiff was only entitled to costs out of pocket, no proper 
notice being given to the opposite party that, the action having 
been commenced in person, the services of an attorney had been 
afterwards secured. The Court, however, confirmed the order 
made by Byles, J., for the attorney's costs; remarking that the 
above rules were intended for the convenience of the party who 
ultimately resorted to professional assistance, and not to favour 
in any way his adversary. 


FOR DISCHARGE UNDER 48 GEO, 3, ¢. 123, 
PRACTICE AS TO. 
Humphreys v. Franks, 6 W. R., C. P., 298. 

The point in this case was, whether the statute of Geo, 3 
(48 Geo. 8, v. 123), under which persons in execution on judg- 
ment for any debt or damages not exceeding £20, exclusive of 
the costs, may be discharged from custody on application to the 
Court in which the judgment was recovered, atter having lain 
in prison for a twelvemonth, applied to the case of a defendant 
man action of ejectment taken in execution for the costs 
thereof. It was admitted that, before the recent alteration in 
the action of ejectment by the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852, the question had been decided in favour ot the prisoner 
by the Court of Exchequer, in the case of Doe d, Threlfall v. 
Ward (2 Mee. & W.65). ‘There it was held, that as there were 
on the record of an action of ejectment, nominal damages given 
for the trespass, the case came within the letter, though not 
Within the spirit, of the Act, which was only intended to give 


APPLICATION 





relief where actions had been brought for trivial causes; and it 
was now urged that the technical ground on which the 
Court came to their decision in Doe v. Ward having now ceased, 
as there are now no damages in ejectment, the Court would 
not interfere in a case like that before them, where the costs 
for which the defendant was confined amounted to more 
than £90. It was also pointed out that there was a 
case in the Queen’s Bench—viz., Doe v. Reynolds (10 B. & C. 
481)—in which it had been held by Lord Tenterden that an 
ejectment was not within the Act. ‘The Court held, however, 
that this case must be taken to have been overruled by Doe v. 
Ward, and that the Common Law Procedure Act had not 
altered the law as to these applications—it having been ex- 
pressly provided by section 207 that the effect of a judgment 
in an action of ejectment under that Act, should be the same as 
that of a judgment in the action of ejectment theretofore used. 
Now, “before the statute,” said Williams, J.,“ejectment was 
only effectual to keep the defendant in prison for a year. 
According to the argument for the plaintiff, it would be effec 
tual to keep him in prison any number of years.” 

It should be observed that it has been held that the notice 
which is required of an intended application under this statute, 
for a rule absolute in the first instance, must be served on the 
plaintiff himself, and not on his attorney. (See Johnson v. 
Rutledge, 5 D. Pl. 579; Harris v. Turtle, 8 Mee. & W. 258.) 
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Correspondence. 


DUBLIN—(From our own Correspondent.) 
COURT OF CHANCERY APPEAL. 
TESTAMENTARY CAPACITY. 
Anderson v. Preston. 

No more difficult task is thrown upon courts of justice than 
that of drawing a line between eccentricity and insanity, a duty 
which has often to be performed when the validity of acts of a 
person of doubtful sanity come into question. In most of these 
cases the undoubted advantage of a personal view of the object 
of this inquiry is afforded—when, for instance, in a criminal 
trial, the defence of insanity is set up, or when a commission 
de lunatico issues. Sometimes, however, a court of justice is 
called upon to decide the question without any ocular demon- 
stration; and whatever the increased difficulty of so doing, 
there is this advantage by way of counterbalance, that general 
principles are more likely to be relied on and elucidated in the 
course of an inquiry when the evidence is documentary. For 
this reason, we subjoin some notes of the case of Anderson v. 
Preston, where the capacity of a deceased testatrix came in 
question. This was the first appeal from the new Court of 
Probate, which Court had declared against the grant of probate. 

The testatrix, Miss Mary Ann Purdon, died in August, 1855, 
four days after the date of her will; under which will several 
legacies were given to various persons, and the residue was be- 
queathed to the promovent. The deceased was a person of 
education, and of regular and business-like habits, fully able 
to manage all her pecuniary affairs, and, indeed, rather dis- 
tinguished for her clever management of them. She was an 
assiduous reader of penny newspapers and novels; entertained 
very strong political views; and had an exaggerated fear of 
invasion from abroad, and of conspiracies at home. It was 
mainly on her letters that the impugnants relied, as showing 
her mental incapacity; and these letters were undoubtedly full 
of rhapsody and absurdity, many of them showing that the 
writer of them entertained illusions of the most foolish and 
grotesque character. In short (adopting the old epigram) the 
testatrix appears never to have done a foolish thing, or to have 
written a wise one. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR, in giving judgment, said, that this 
appeal was one from the Court of Probate, where the will in 
question had not been admitted to probate, because the judge 
of that court had not been satisfied that it was the will of a 
person of whom he could predicate that she had been of sound 
memory and understanding. From first to last, it appeared 
that she had been a most eccentric person; and from the vio- 
lence of her language, and the delusions entertained by her, her 
friends, some years since, had been induced to consult eminent 
physicians as to her state of mind; but, as she was not a dan- 
gerous lunatic, no other step had been taken, During all this 
time she had been doing acts compatible with perteet sanity, 
and had taken excellent care of her property; but such acts 
were also consistent with the wildest delusion and derangement 
of mind on other matters. His Lordship cited a medical book 
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of authority, to show that a physician might often visit a per- 
son in this condition without discovering madness. A gentle- 
man of station, a grand juror and sheriff of his county, always 
supposed, while living, to be compos mentis, had after his death 
been proved to have been labouring under monomania, of which 
the language of his will furnished the chief evidence. It ap- 
peared (from the same authority) that written compositions 
tested more than anything else the sanity of persons. In fact, 


physicians attending asylums found that the easiest mode of 


ascertaining a person's state of mind was to place writing 
materials before him, and then observe the result. As the de- 
eeased had never thrown off her delusions, she could not be 
considered of sound memory and understanding. 
The Lorp Justice (Blackburne) concurred. 
affirmed, with costs. 
A NEW-FASHIONED COURT OF APPEAL. 
One of the few legal reforms (in truth, the only one of any 
importance) introduced by the late Government was the esta- 
blishment of a court of appeal, consisting of the Lord Chancellor 
and ofa Lord Justice. To this tribunal are referred all appeals 
from the Masters in Chancery, from the Incumbered Estates 
Court, and also from the Court of Probate; and, so far, the new 
court is unobjectionable. In addition, however, to these, 
appeals from the Lord Chancellor sitting alone are brought to 
the new court; and the consequence, of course, is, that unless 
the arguments of the appellants are cogent enough to induce 
the Chancellor to chanze his mind, his first judgment cannot 
possibly be reversed. This evil is not merely an imaginary 
one. Within the last week, three causes have come up on 
appeal from the Chancellor, in each of which the Lord Justice 
has taken a totally different view of the law; but the Chan- 
cellor remaining unconvinced, the appeal has been dismissed. 
THe New Law APPoiNTMENTS. 
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is the most eminent counsel at the bar, and to appoint Mr 
Charles Baillie his Solicitor-General. Mr. Baillie is not a great 
lawyer, but he is considered a sound adviser; and his reputation 
as a high-minded, honourable man, stands remarkably high. If 
he is appointed Solicitor-General, he must resign the sheriff- 
ship of Stirling, which is worth about £600 a year. Whether 
such an arrangement as I have mentioned can be carried out at 
present remains to be seen. It is certain to be so on the first 
favourable opportunity. Mr. Baillie’s sheriffship in such an 
event would probably be given either to Mr. George Munro, or 
to Mr. George Patton. Mr. Shand Cook has also been spoken 
of for this appointment when it becomes vacant. The other 
appointments vacant are, the Lord Advocate’s five deputyships, 
the counsel for the Commissioners of Woods and Forests, the 
counsel for the Treasury and officers of state, the Crown 
agent in criminal matters, and agent for the Lords of the 
Treasury and officers of state. 

The advocates-depute prosecute crime in the name of the 
Lord Advocate for the public interest. Mr. Edward Gordon 
and Mr. Archibald Broun, who were formerly deputes, will, no 
doubt, resume their places. Whether Mr. Wood's state of 
health will permit him to do so, is very much doubted. Mr, 
Archibald Boyle, who contested the Ayr Burghs with Mr. 
Crawfurd on two occasions, will certainly find a place; but 
whether he will be appointed a depute or be made counsel for 
the Woods and Forests is uncertain. Mr. Penney, who is talked 
of as the new Solicitor-General, at one time held the latter 
office. The emoluments of both offices are the same—about £500 
ayeaur—but the work which the deputes have to go through is 
beyond all comparison more laboriousand irksome. Mr. Boyle 
has certainly fought as hard as any one for the Conservative 
party, and may probably be considered to have the best claim. 
He was the first Conservative who, since the Reform Act, has 
had the courage to stand for the Ayr Burghs; and on the first 
occasion he was only in a minority of 9; onthe second occasion 
he withdrew on the nomination day, because, as he said, “ He 
had unexpectedly found high influence actively opposed 
to him.” He would never have met with any success, except 
for the known liberality of his opinions. Assuming that Mr. 
Boyle is appointed counsel for the Woods and Forests, Mr. 
John Miller and Mr. Robert Blackburn, brother of the M.P. 
for Stirlingshire, will probably be the other deputes. If Mr. 
Wood is unable to accept office, Mr. Charles Robertson has a 
fair chance of being appointed in his place. I should have 
mentioned that the junior gets no salary, but is paid for the 
work which it may be found necessary to send to him. He is 
generally named as counsel for the Lords of the ‘Treasury and 
oflicers of state to help matters with him. It has been stated 
that Mr. Harry Maxwell Inglis has been appointed Crown 
agent. I believe there is no truth in this report; and expect 
that Mr. Tytler, the former agent, will be again appointed, as 
well as the former agent for the officers of state and ‘Trea- 
sury, Mr. James Hope. The Crown agent's salary is £1,200 
a year. ‘The agent for the ‘Treasury and cfficers of state 
has no salary; the office is worth £200 or £300 a year 

it is understood that the Lord Advocate is to present his 
colinission to-morrow. 

Ldinburgh, 4th March, 1858. 


EDUCATION OF SOLICITORS. 

To the Editor of Tux Soxuicrrvors’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 

Sin,—T'o resume the subject discussed in your last number— 

“ We trust our health to the physician—our fortune, and, 
sometimes, our life and reputation to the lawyer and attorney. 
Such confidences could not safely be reposed in people of a very 
mean or low condition.” —-Smith's Wealth of Nations, vol. i. p. 185. 

At the present time, when the educational principle is in the 
ascendant, there is no lack of educated men eager for employ- 
ment, und, if the acknowledged status of the profession was 
such as to invite these to enter upon it, there would be no fear 
that the public would have to be served “ by people of a very 
mean and low condition.” 

How, then, can this be best accomplished 7 

Lord Bacon, in writing of education (“ which is in effect but 
an early custom”) remarks, “since custom is the principal 
magistrate of man’s life, let men by all means endeavour to ob- 
tain good customs.” Paley, much to the same effect, shows that 
mankind act more from habit than reflection, and presses upon 
us the necessity of gaining by habit such a high moral tone as 
Will lead us at all times by inatinct, rather than by reflection, 
to the adoption ft virtue 

Now these good habits, or customs, exist in the profession, 
and are the rule of conduct recognised by the leading members 
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thereof. How, then, can these best be propagated, so that every 
member of the profession, and especially the students therein, 
may, in like manner, feel and recognise their influence ? 

Here, again, Lord Bacon may instruct us:—‘“If the force of 
custom simple ahd separate be great, the force of custoni copu- 
late and conjoined and collegiate is far greater. For there example 
teacheth, company comforteth, emulation quickeneth, glory 
raiseth; so, as in such places the force of custom is in its 
exaltation. Certainly (he continues) the great multiplication 
of virtues upon human nature resteth upon societies well 
ordained and disciplined. For commonwealths and good govern- 
ments do nourish virtue grown, but do not much mend the seeds.” 

If the principle of association is to be adopted, in what way 
should it be exercised ? Should it be as it now is used—by 
the establishment of rival law societies, holding occasional meet- 
ings to proclaim their own wrongs, and invite to a crusade 
against the public or the bar; or, as hereafter will be shown, 
in a collegiate establishment for our branch of the profession ? 

Surely, the profession ought not to hesitate in the choice. The 
value to it of such an institution would be incalculable; for in 
no profession is it so essential that the members thereof should 
be linked together in a bond of professional union which no 
serving of adverse interests should ever be able to sever. The 
practice of the profession should be conducted in a spirit of 
mutual confidence. The word of an attorney given to another 
member of his profession should be as freely trusted as a 
counsel's undertaking or a client’s deed. But how can this be 
so long as the different members of the profession are un- 
known or hostile to each other? 

Or, to view the same question in another light: in no pro- 
fession is a young man’s entrance into practice so difficult and 
embarrassed as in that of an attorney. His position is one of 
isolation. Having to deal with opposing interests in his em- 
ployment, he is too apt to feel that * every man’s hand is against 
him.” He has no passport to professional confidence. Who he 
is, and what he is (in professional dealing), years only must 
testify; and, till then, he must rest content to pass on under 
doubt and misapprehension, even from his professional brethren! 

If he had been trained in companionship with fellow- 
students, and under the surveillance of’ the leading members of 
his profession, a hundred tongues would be found to testify of 
his integrity. 

Be assured of this, that the first step to confidence from with- 
out is mutual confidence within. Are the public likely to con- 
fide in us, if’ we cannot trust each other ? 

Now, to gain this mutual respect /or each other, the members 
of the profession must be brought into much closer relationship 
to each other than hitherto has been the case. 

At no time can this be better commenced than in the years 
of professional training, before the actual contest of life has 
commenced, while the students are engaged in that amiable 
contest with difficulty (to use the late Sir Robert Peel's expression), 
which is to train them to intellectual strength. In this view, 
therefore, it is essential that our students, for some portion of 
their time, should be trained together. 

Now, if there be any truth in what has been advanced, it 
follows that it would be of the greatest advantage to establish 
—as the Committee of the House of Commons recommended— 
a law college, governed by the elected of their own body, tor 
the training of future attorneys and solicitors. I shall contine 
myself, therefore, in my concluding remarks, to calling the 
attention of the profession to that subject as it now stands 
before them, \ 

The scheme proposed is, that the Law Institution and the four 
or five remaining inns of Chancery should be incorporated into 
4 college, and that articled clerks should enjoy at least one 
year's training therein. 

Every solicitor admitted to practise is to be at liberty to 
hecome a member for the purpose of aommons; all future 
solicitors trained at it continuing their membership. 

The scheme has the report of the Committee of 1846 in its 
favour, and all that can be said against it is, that the Commis- 
stoners of 1854, seeking for funds for the education of the der, 
reported that the inns of Chancery could not be made available 
for that purpose. On the other hand, there is little reason to 
doubt but that the present members of these inns would gladly 
facilitate the general wish of the profession, and aid in the 
Promotion of such an object. 

At the last annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society 
at which, it is to be regretted, your reporter was not present 
~@ question relating to the subject was put to tho chairman, 
and a discussion ensued, In the course of it Mr. Brace, the 
 eaayp val of New Inn, rose, and said, he was sure that the mem 

ré of that society would rejoice in any way to contribute to 





such a proposal, and Mr. R. Armstrong (an ancient of Stapfe-inn) 
spoke plainly to the same effect. 

The meeting was quite unanimous on the subject, and desirous 
(had it been in order) that the question then put and now sub- 
joined* should, with the necessary alteration in terms, be 
adopted as a resolution. 

‘Lhe matter, therefore, was left in the hands of the council, 
who, in case of need, would summon a special general meeting 
on the subject.—I am, yours faithfully, Cc. 

Gray’s-inn, Mar. 2, 1858. a 

APPEAL IN CRIMINAL CASES. 
To the Editor of ‘Tux Soxicrtors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—The important case of the Queen r. Mellor is one, I 
think, which ought to lead to a close inquiry into the law re- 
lating to appeal in criminal cases, with a view to its amendment, 
if necessary. 

The question, as you are aware, was, whether there had been 
a mistrial of'a prisoner indicted for murder, in consequence of one 
juror by mistake answering for,and personating another juror, the 
mistake not being found out till after the prisoner's conviction. 

Now in such a case, a thinking person, and one not necessarily 
acquainted with law, would say, “ Of course you have a tribu- 
nal to decide such a point as that, and to determine what is to 
be done with the prisoner in case the objection should be upheld. 
How astonished he would be on reading the judgments in the 
case I am referring to! What are they? Lord Campbell, 
thinking there has been a mistrial, is of opinion that a venire de 
novo should issue, and that the prisoner should be committed 
to gaol to be tried again at the next assizes. Pollock, C. B., 
other judges concurring, says, that if there has been a mistrial, 
the Court has xot power to award a venire de novo, and proceeds 
thus: “Iam not sure that the man is not entitled to a habeas 
corpus to know why he is detained, and why the sheriff does 
not instantly discharge him.” This difficulty arose from the 
words of the Act constituting the Court of Criminal Appeal, as 
it does not clearly appear that the Court has power to award 
the venire. Fortunately for the ends of justice, the decision did 
not rest on this point, as the Court held that there had been no 
mistrial, and the conviction was accordingly affirmed; but such 
remarks from the expositors of the law are sufficient to show 
its indetiniteness on a subject of the last importance. 

Fearing that by further entering into this subject I shall be 
trespassing on your province, and being anxious to read your 
remarks, if you should make any, on the case, | will say no 
more, contenting myself by calling attention to it in the columns 
of your paper.—Your obedient servant, W. E. 


Professional Lntelligence. 


TRANSFER OF CHANCERY ‘CAUSES. 


ORDER oF CouRT.— Wednesday, March 3, 1858. 
Whereas, from the present state of the business before the 
Vice-Chancellors, Sir Richard ‘Torin Kindersley and Sir Wil- 
lian Page Wood, respectively, it is expedient that a portion of 
the causes standing for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
William Page Wood should be transferred to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Sir Richard ‘Torin Kindersley: Now, I do hereby order, 
that the several causes mentioned in the schedule hereunto sub- 
joined be accordingly transferred from the Book of Causes 
standing for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir William 
Page Wood to the Book of Causes for hearing before the Viee- 
Chancellor Sir Richard ‘Torin Kindersley. 
(Signed) 

SCHEDULE, 

Davies v, Bebb eee Motion for Decree. 
Molyneux ¢. Molyneux Cause, 

Watt ¢. Graham Motion for Decree. 

Bristowe ¢. Whitmore ...... Ditto. 

Cowper v. Price Ditto, 

Ditte. 


Ditto. 


CHELMSFORD, C, 


Gibbs ve. Gibbs... 6... eeee Motion for Decree. 
(Signed) CHELMSFORD, C. 
The Vice-Chancellor Kindersley will not commence hearing 
these transferred causes earlier than Thursday, Mareh 11, 1838, 
(Signed) H. EB, Bren enn, Registrar, 


any, and what, communications to the Principals of the several Ions of 
Chancery, with a view to gain their co-operation in the establishment of a 
law university for the education of students in articles te the attorneys 
and solicitors of England and Wales; and whether such cemmunications, 
if, and when, made, and the replies thereta, will be presented aml cir. 
culated with the present or future repert af the Incorporated Law Society, 
for the use of the members thervof, 
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SHERIFFS, UNDER-SHERIFFS, DEPUTIES, AND AGENTS, FOR 1858. 


Note.—Warrants are not granted in Town for those places marked (*)—The Term of Office of the Sheriffs, §e., for Cities 
and Towns, expures on the 9th of November. 


Office Hours in Term, from 11 till 4; and in Vacation, from 11 till 3. 


Counties, ac. 
BeprorDsHIRE 


BERKSHIRE 


BERWICK-UPON-TWEED . 


Bristou, City of 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE 
Campnipce & Hunts .... 


*CANTERBURY, City of 


*Exeter, City of 
* GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
*GLoucestTER, City of .... 


HAMPsHine 


Kincston-vurox-HULi.... 


* LANCASHIRE 


L&ICESTERSHIRE 
*Licnriep, City of. 
Liscotssmine 

Lixcois, City of 

Lospos, City of 
Mippiesex 

* MoxMoUTHsHIRE 
*NewcastLe-cron-Trxe. 


NORFOLK 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 


NORTHUMBERLAND 


*Nouwicn, City of....... 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE ...... 


Norrinouam, Town of... 
(XP ORDPAIKE 
Pons, Town of 


* VATU ABIOWMIBE ooo eee 


Sheriffs. 
John Sambrook €rawley, Esq., Stock- 
wood, near Luton. 
Henry Richard Eyre, Esq., Shaw House, 
near Newbury. 
William Hugh Logan, Esq., Berwick- 
upon- Tweed. 


George Oldham Edwards, Esq., Bristol. 


Matthew Knapp, Esq., Little Linford 
House, Newport Pagnel. 

Christopher Robert Pemberton, Esq., 
Newton, Cambridge. 

William Cannon, jun., Esq., St. Ste- 
phen’s, Canterbury. 

George Fortesque Wilbraham, Esq., 
Delamere House, near Northwich. 


Joseph Baxter Musgrave, Esq., Chester. 


John Francis Buller, Esq., Morvel House, 
Cornwail. 

Anthony Benn Steward, Esq., Chapel 
House, Whitehaven. 

Gladwin Turbutt, Esq., Ogston Hall, 
near Alfreton. 

Sir Edward Marwood Elton, Bart., Wid- 
worthy Court. 

George Frederick William Miles, Esq., 
Ford Abbey. 

Timothy Hutchinson, Esq., Egglestone 
Hall. 

Osgood Hanbury, Esq.,Holdfield Grange, 
Coggeshall. 


Thomas Coulson Sanders, Esq., Exeter. 


Thomas Beale Browne, Esq., Salperton- 
Park, near Cheltenham. 
Willian Trenficld, Lsq., Gloucester. 


Thomas Smith, Esq., Fir Hill, Droxford, 
Bishop’s Waltham. 
Richard Snead Cox, Esq., Pembridge. 


Christopher Robert Pemberton, Esq. 
Newton, Cambridge. 

Edward Ladd Betts, Esq., Preston Hall, 
Aylesford, near Maidstone. 

Martin Samuelson, Esq., Kessle, near 
Hull. 

George Marton, Esq., Capernwray, near 
Lancaster. 


Charles Thomas Freer, Esq., Coplow, 
sillesdon. 
Charles J. Pipe, Esq., Lichfield. 


George Nevile, Esq., Stubton-park. 
William Ashley, Esq., Lincoin. 

William Lawrence, Esq., Alderman, and 
William Ferneley Allen, Esq. 


Godfrey Charlies Morgan, Esq., Trede- 
gar Vark. 

John Ormston, Eu, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 

Stephens Lyne Stephens, Eaq., Lynford. 


John Christopher Mansel, Eu, Cos- 
grove, 

Lancelot John Hunter Aligood, Em, 
Nunwick Hall, Hexham. 


Charlies Crawshay, Esy., Norwich. 


Sonathan Hardcastle, Esq., Blidworth- 
dale. 


William Gradbury, Esq., Nottingham. 


Henry Lomax Gaskell, Eaq., Kidding- 
tom, near Woodstock. 

John Barnes Durrell, ky., Vooie. 

William BRadkin Morris, Lay, North 

Laficnham. 


YAmand Wright, bay., Alston, 


Sir Alexander Acland Hood, Bart, it. 
AnArie, Bridgwater. 


Under-Sheriffs. 
Charles Addington Austin, Esq., Luton. 


John Jackson Blandy, Esq., Reading. 


J. C. Weddell, Esq. (A.U.), Berwick- 
upon - Tweed, R. Wilson, Esq., 3, 
King’s-road, Bedford-row. 

William Ody Hare, Esq., Small-street, 
Bristol. 

John Parrott, Esq., Stony Stratford. 


Clement Francis, Esq., Cambridge. 


Herbert Tritton Sankey, Esq., Canter- 
bury. 

C. A. Holland, Esq. (A.U.), Northwich, 
J. Hostage, Esq., Bridge House, 
Chester. 

John Hostage, 
Chester. 

H. M. Grylls, Esq., Liskeard. 


Esq., Bridge House, 


Silas Saul, Esq., Carlisle. 


J. Shipton, Esq, (A.U.), Chesterfield, 
John James Simpson, Esq., Derby. 
Robert Henry Aberdein, Esq., Honiton. 


Henry A. Templer, Esq., Bridport. 
W. E. Wooler, Esq., Durham. 


Archibald Hanbury, Esq. (A.U), 34, 
New broad-street, London, Messrs. 
Gepp & Veley, Chelmsford. 

Arthur Burch, Esq., Exeter. 


John Burrup, Esq. (Firm Burrup & 
Son), 3, Berkeley-street, Gilo’ster. 
William Matthews, Esq., Gloucester. 


Thomas Woodham, Esq., Winchester. 


Messrs. de Boinville & Lambe, Here- 
ford. 

John Hawkins, Esq. (A.U.), Hitchin, 
Messrs. Longmore, Sworder, & Long- 
more, Hertford. 

Clement Francis, Esq., Cambridge. 


John Monckton, Esq., Maidstone. 
Francis Lowe, Esq., Kingston-upon-Hull. 


William Robinson, Esq. (A.U.), Laneas- 
ter, Messrs. Bickerstaff & Myers, 
Sheriff's Office, Preston, Lancashire. 

William Freer, Esq., New-street, Lei- 
cester. 

Jolin Philip Dyott, Esq., Lichfield. 


Godfrey Tallents, Esq. (A.U.), Newark, 
Henry Williams, Esq., Lincoln. 

Thurston George Dale, Esq., Lincoln. 

James Josiah Milliard, Esq., Cord- 
wainers’ Hall. 

Thomas Parker, Esq., 18, St. Paul’s 
Church- yard, 

Henry John Davies, Esq., Newport. 


Robert Yeoman Green, Esy., Neweastle- 
upon- Tyne, 

Meaburn Tatham, Esq., 20, Austin 
Friars (A.U.), Messrs. A. & C. Taylor, 
Norwich. 

G. Fisher, Esq., Market Harborough. 


Willian Forster, Esq., Belvidere, Aln- 
wick (A.U,), George Mounsey Gray, 
9, Staple-inn. 

Thomas Moore Keith, Eaq., Norwich. 


Edmund Percy, Esqy., Nottingham 
(A.U.), Jolin Brewster, Esq, Notting - 
ham. 

Christopher Swann, Kay, Nottingham, 


Jolin Marriott Davenport, Ksq., Oxford. 

William Parr, Euy., Poole, 

thomas Brown, sq, | ppiagharm. 

Kobert Worthington, kay, Manchester 
(A.U.), Joshua John Veele, Em, 


Shrewsbury, 
Jobin Nicholetts, Koq., South letherton. 


Deputies and Town Agents. 
G. T. Taylor, Esq., 18, Featherstone- 
buildings. 
E. L. Rowcliffe, Esq., 1, Bedford-row, 


Messrs. Shum, Wilson, & Crossman, 3, 
King’s-road, Bedford-row. 


Messrs. Bridges & Son, 23, Red Lion- 
square. 

Messrs. Cardale, Niffe, & Russell, 2, 
Bedford-row. 

Messrs. John & Charles Cole, 36, Essex- 
street, Strand. 

Messrs. Kinsford & Dorman, 23, Essex- 
street, Strand. 

Messrs. Sharpe, Field, & Jackson, 41, 
Bedtford-row. 


Messrs. Chester, Toulmin, & Chester, 
Staple-inn. 

Messrs. Coode, Kingdon, & Cotton, 10, 
King’s Arms-yard. 

George Capes, Esq., 1, Field-court, 
Gray’s-inn. 

Messrs. Taylor & Woodward, 28, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Warry, Robins, & Burgess, 70, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Messrs. Clowes & Co., 10, King’s Bench- 
walk, Temple. 

G. O, Pollard, Esq., Carlton-chambers, 
12, Regent-street. 

Messrs. Hawkins & Co., 2, New Boswell- 
court. 


Messrs. Rhodes, Son, & Duffett, 63, 
Chancery-lane. 
Wm. Lewis, Esq.,6, Raymond-buildings. 


William Compton Smith, Esq., 31, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-tields. 

Messrs. Braikenridge, 
buildings. 

G. F. Cooke, Esq., 35, Southampton- 
buildings. 

Messrs. Hawkins, Bloxam, & Hawkins, 
2, New Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 


16, Bartlett's - 


Messrs. John & Charles Cole, 36, Essex- 
street, Strand. 

Messrs. Palmer, Palmer, & Bull, 24, 
Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Westinacott & Blake, 28, Joln- 
street, Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Makinson, Saunders, & Car- 
penter, 3, Elm-court, ‘Temple. 


E. P. De Gex, Esq., 4, Raymond-build- 
ings, Giray’s-inn. 

5. b. Somerville, Esq., 48, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, 

Messrs. Austen & De Gex, 4, Raymond- 
buildings, Gray’s-inn, 

Messrs. Taylor & Woodward, 28, Great 
James-street, bedtord-row. 

Mr. Secondary Potter, 5, Basinghall- 
street. 

Messrs. Burchell & Hall, 24, Red Lion- 
Square, 

Messrs. Few & Co., Henrietta-street, 
Covent-garden, 

James Crowdy, Esq., 17, Serjeants’-inn, 
bleet-street. 

Messrs. ‘Tatham, Upton, & Co., 20, 
Austin Friars, 


J. Stuart, 
Gray’s-inn, 

Messrs. Gray, Armstrong, & Mounsey, 
9, Staple-inn, 


Esq., 14, South-square, 


Charles Blake, Esq., 4, Serjeants’-inn, 
hieet-street. 

Messrs. ‘Taylor & Woodward, 28, Great 
James-street, Dedford-row, 


Messrs, Loftus & Young, 10, New-inn, 
Strand 

Messrs, Davies, Son, & Campbell, 17, 
Warwick-strect, Regent-street. 

William Mardon, Kay, 99, Newgate- 
street, 

John Thomas 
Doughty - street, 
muare, 

H. LB. Jowes, king., 22, Austin Friars. 


Bennett, Esp, 14, 
Mecklenburgh - 


Messrs. Dynes & Harvey, 61, Lincoln's 
inn-flelds, 
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Counties, dc. 
*SouTHAMPTON, Town of . 


STAFFORDSHIBE....+-... 


SUFFOLK coeeeececedese 


SURREY cccccccesceserce 
GUBSEX cccccccccccccece 
WARWICKSHIRE.....+.. - 
WESTMORELAND ..--seeee 
WILTSHIRE §cocccccccese 
WORCESTERSHIRE .....+.+ 
*#WorcESTER, City of..... 
YORKSHIRE ....eseceeens 


#YorK, City Of ....eseeee 


#ANGLESEY ccccccccccce 
#CARNARVONSHIRE ...6-- 
*DENBIGHSHIRE .......4. 
SFLINTSHIRE 2. eeeeeeeees 
*MERIONETHSHIRE .....+- 


*MONTGOMERYSHIRE ..... 


*BRECONSHIRE os eeeeeees 

*CARDIGANSHIRE 22.0006 
*CARMARTHEN, Borough of 
*CARMARTHENSHIRE .... 
*GLAMORGANSHIRE ...... 
*HaVERFORDWEST, Town of 
"PEMBROKESHIRE ......4. 


RADNORSHIRE oes seeeeees 
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Sheriffs. 
John Richard King, Esq., Southamp- 


on, 

Philip Williams, Esq., Wednesbury 
Oak, Tipton. 

Peter Robert Burrell, Esq., Stoke Park, 


Ipswich. 


Hon. George John Cavendish, Lyne- 
grove, Chertsey. 

Edward Smith Bigg, Esq., The Hyde, 
Crawley. 

Owen Pell, Esq., Radford Semele, near 
Leamington. 

Robert Addison, Esq., The Friary, Ap- 
pleby. 

Francis Alexander Sydenham Locke, 
Esy., Rowdeford, 

Samuel Baker, Esq., Thorngrove, near 
Worcester. 

Thomas Rowley Hill, Esq., Worcester. 


John Walbanke Childers, Esq., Cantley, 
near Doncaster. 

Robert Farrer, Esq., Lawrence-street, 
York, 


Rh. W. Hand, Esq., Stafford. 


Georze Joscelyn, Esq., Ipswich (A.U.), 
Messrs. Jackson & Sparke, of Bury 
St. Edmund’s, Suffolk. 


Edmund Boyle Church, Es 
ampton Buildings, Holborn. 
Thomas Heath, Esq., Warwick. 


j-» South- 


John Heelis, Esq., Appleby. 

West Awdry, Esy., Chippenham. 
Messrs. Gillam & Son, Worcester. 
Messrs. Gillam & Son, Worcester. 


William Gray, Esq., 75, Petergate, 


I pencer Campion, Esq., Good- 
ramgate, 


Nortu WALEs. 


Richard Davies, Esq., Bwich-y-Fen. 

John Nanney, Esq., Maesynenodd, 
Merionethshire. 

John Jocelyn Ffoulkes, Esq., Erriviatt, 
Denbigh. 

Philip Bryan Davies Cooke, Esq., Gwy- 
saney Hall. 

Edmund Buckley, Esq., Plasyndinas, 
Merioneth. 

Richard Penruddoch Long, Esq., Dol- 
foegan. 


Thomas Owen, Esq., Llangefni. 
J.S. Jones, Esq., Portmadoc. 


John Farry Jones, Esq., Denbigh. 


Arthur Troughton Roberts, Esq., Mold, 


Jchn Jones, Esa., of Dolzeily. 


Charles Thomas Woosnam, Esq., New- 


town. 


SoutTH WaALEs. 


Thomas Wood, jun., Esq., The Lodge. 

Thomas Hughes, Esq., Noyaddfaur, 
near Lampeter. 

Howell Howell, jun., Esq., Lianelweda 


all. 
William Morris, Esq., Comb, Carmar- 
thenshire. 
Henry Lewis, Esq., Green Meadow. 
Charles Saies, Esq., Hill-lane, Haver- 
tordwest. 
Nicholas John Dunn, Esq., Westmoor. 


Howell Gwynne Howell, Esq., Llanell- 


Henry Maybery, Esq., Brecon. 

Frederic Rowland Reberts, Esq., 
Aberystwith. 

Messrs. Morris & Thomas, Carmarthen. 


Lewis Morris, Esq., Carmarthen. 


Richard Wyndham Williams, Esq., 
Cardiff. 

William Davis, Esq., Spring-gardens, 
Haverfordwest. 

W. Lock, Esq., Tenby (A.U.), Messrs, 
Rees & Davies, Havertordwest, 

W. Stephens, Esq., Presteign. 


Deputies and Town Agents. 
Messrs. Braikenridge, 16, Bartlett’s- 
buildings, Holborn. 
Messrs. White & Son, 11, Bedford-row. 


Messrs. Sharpe, Field, & Jackson, 41, 
Bedford-row. 


Messrs. Abbott, Jenkins, & Abbott, 8 
New-inn, Strand. 

Messrs. Palmer, Palmer, & Bull, 24, 
Bedford-row. 

Messrs ylor & Woodward, 28, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Gray, Armstrong, & Mounsey, 
9, Staple-inn. 
‘illiam Lewis, Esq., 6, Raymond- 
buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Messrs. Cardale, Iliffe, & Russell, 2, 
Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Cardale, Iliffe, & Russell, 2, 
Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Bell, Brodrick, & Bell, 9, Bow 
Church-yard, Cheapside. 

Georze Capes, Esq., Field-court, Gray’s- 
inn. 


Messrs. Jenkins & Abbott, 8, New-inn 
Strand. 
Messrs. Gregory and Co., 1, Bedford- 
row. 
Messrs. Tatham & Proctor, 10, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
srs. Simpson, Roberts, & Simpson, 
» Moorgate-street. 
s. Gregory & Co., 1, Bedford-row. 


Henry Weeks, Esq., 12, Cook’s-court, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Messrs. Gregory & Sons, 12, Clement’s- 
inn. 

Messrs. Atwood & Balden, 25, Poultrr. 

Messrs. Chilton & Burton, 7, Chan- 
cery-lane. 

Messrs. Chilton & Burton, 7, Chan- 
cery-lane. 

Messrs. Cunliffe & Beaumont, 43, Chan- 
cery-lane. 

. H. Smith, Esq., 1, Frederick’s- 
place, Old Jewry. 

Messrs. Norris & Allen, 20, Bedford-row. 


David Hughes, Esq., 13, Gresham-street. 


wedd-hall. 


Webiew. 


A Treatise on the Law of Contracts and Rights and Liabilities ex 
contractu, By C. G. Appison, Esq., of the Inner ‘Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law. 4th ed, Stevens & Norton. 


A volume so vast in its dimensions as Mr. Addison’s work on 


contracts can hope or fear little from the criticism of a periodi- | 


cal, upon whose space many subjects hold claims more impera- 
tive than that of literature. Indeed, a book of twelve hundred 
pages of closely printed royal octavo, of which, originally pub- 


lished in 1847, the profession has already demanded tour | 


editions, carries with it its own recommendation. A sale so 


large and rapid shows that such a treatise was much wanted, | 


and that it has been so written as to supply that want 
efliciently; while it may be presumed that such errors or 


shortcomings, in the original performance, as are incident to | 


human authorship, have been gradually expunged, corrected, 
or supplied, 

Among the numerous divisions of luv, there is certainly 
none which affords so wide or so mnbitious a field as that of the 
tights and liabilities arising out of contracts. It exhausts four- 

fths in number of the cases reported in our books, and a still 
Steater proportion of the learning required for their solution, 
Indeed, in the rules and principles of the law of contracts 
there lurks whatever of science still lingers amongst us. She 
has been driven from the chambers of our conveyancers; for, to 
tho incessant irritation of the shades of Fearne and Preston, may 
hot contingent remainders survive the premature destruction of 
their particular estates, and satisfied terms wander in thin 
§pteo witbout being assigned to fulfil their time-honoured ofice 
of protection ? She has been exiled from the oftices of owr 
Courts of law, where ‘Tidd and Chitty die daily, In almost every 
‘rection, in a word, simplicity has replaced art; and though 
our Juridical system has gainod thereby much more in common 


| sense than it has lost in refinement, it has ceased to supply the 

| student with that rich pabulum on which our former lawyers 

| fed and grew mighty in those materials for thought and in- 

'genuity with which our more ancient treatises abound. 
Memory, memory, memory, is now the one thing needful. He 
is the best lawyer, who has at his tinger’s ends the last case and 
the most recent statute. 

The law of contract, however, less liable from its very nature 
to change, must always be subtle and artificial to a conside- 
rable extent. In some particulars, indeed, we may have 
modified the rules laid down by the jurists of ancient Rome—for 
instance, we do not preserve, in its integrity, the doctrine of 
implied warranty of tith—yet there can be no doubt that the 
leading principles of this branch of our municipal law are still, 
as they have ever been, identical with those of the civil law. 
Nor does it matter, for any practical purpose, whether this te- 
sults from the gradual absorption into the springs of our com- 
mon law of the judicial teaching of Tribonian, or is to be 
accounted for by the truth forcibly pointed out by Sir William 


| Jones, and quoted by Mr. Addison, in his preface, viz, “ that 


the law of contracts is one universal, and adapted to all times 
and races—to all places and to all circumstances.” It is, in 
truth, a system founded upon those great and fundamental 
principles of right and wrong which are immutable and eternal. 

In treating a diffuse and important branch of law, the most 
difficult part of the task before the author is the due arrangement 
of his materials, ‘To be able to extract from a leading case, or 
group of cases, the Iaw which governs pirticular combinations 
of facts, and to state it intelligibly to the reader, is, no doubt, 
one of the essential qualifications, but not, we think, the most 
important, and certainly not the rarest. ‘The power of legal 
authorship to this extent is not uncommonly found in men 
whose intellectual superiority is not very apparent; but it re- 
quires a really superior mind so to grasp its subject as 
to separate it into its proper divisions, both primary and 


' subordinate; and it requires more than ordinary earnestness 
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and self-possession, to clothe the skeleton without disturbing its 
arrangement. We would adduce the late John William Smith 
as a law writer eminently possessing the gift to which we 
allude, and we may safely and charitably leave to the choice of 
our readers the selection of the proper contrast. It is sufficient 
here to say that, in this respect, Mr. Addison’s work does not 
satisfy u To put the matter on its lowest ground, the 
accessibi of the contents of an immense volume, such as 
that before us, should not altogether depend upon the excel- 
lence of its lex, but be collaterally s ecured by the 
systematic arrangement of the contents themselves. But 
here, we have no arrangement whatever, whether scientific 
or the reverse. Twenty-three chapters follow each other 
Pipe pac the subject matter of each being 
and only connected with those preceding and 
rt of the binder. Moreover, the absence of 
the ord id given by marginal notes, materially increases 
the inconvenience to the reader caused by this want of any 
i design; and im both these respects, Mr. Addison’s trea- 
avourably contrasted with that of Chitty on the same 
> far from accepting with unreserved 
of the latter work. 
a complete work on contracts 
s of the student and of the 
se both without 
apply equally to all | 
each particular class, 
: those which are chiefly sought 
latter are studied rather in 
1 this natura! separa 
ne part heinz devoted 
and of another 
on each dif- 
nated, no such 
in our judg- 
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1843, the proposition of Mr. Addison was that usually deduced 
from the then existing authorities, some of the later cases 
he has instanced himself have now established an essential 
qualification; for in Sorsbie v. Park a theory was started 
by the Court of Exchequer, to which gach of the other Courts 
has now given in its adhesion; and, according to this doc- 
trine, covenantors are held entitled by express words to give 
covenantees the power to sue for breach of the covenant, 
either jointly or severally, without regard to their joint or several 
interest; provided, it would seem, that it is not attempted, by 
one and the same covenant, to give a joint or & separate action, 
at the option of the covenantees. ‘This doctrine, first sug- 
gested by the Exchequer in the case above referred to, and 
confirmed by the same court in the subsequent cases of Brad- 
burne v. Botfield and Keightley v. Watson, was alluded to in that 
of Mills vy. Ladbrooke, taken by Mr. Addison as his chief 
authority. That case, however, was decided upon other 
grounds: and it does not appear whether the Common Pleas at 
that time intended to adhere to the new rule; but ultimately, 
in Magnay v. Edwards (13 C. B. 479), they did so; and that 
three years before the publication of Mr. Addison’s last edition. 
In that case three lessors, two having the legal and one the 
equitable interest in the land demised, were allowed jointly to 
maintain an action on a covenant to pay rent. As for the Court 
of Queen's Bench, they also at first. appear to have only par 
tially concurred with the Exchequer, for in Hopkinson v. Lee, 
which was decided after the case of Sorsbie v. Park, they ex- 
pressed some doubt as to the controlling power even of express 
words, Since the case of Wakefield v. Brown, however, in the 
same court, these doubts must be held to be removed; and, 
therefore, we think it may now be said that all three Courts 
have decided that if, by express words, the covenantees are to 
sue separately, then they must do so, though they take a joint 
interest; if, by express words, they are to sue jointly, then they 
must all sue, though their interests are several; but that, on the 
ozther hand, the legal interest cannot be thus controlled if the 
words of the covenant are capable of being construed so as to 
give effect to the nature of the interest. And hence, if the 
wording of the covenant be ambiguous, but in that case only, it 
becomes material to consider whether, on its true construction, 
the interests of the covenantees are joint or several, 

We have already exhausted the space at our disposal, and 
must conclude; but though we are at issue with our author on 
the passage just mentioned, we part from him with a very sin- 
cere respect for his performance. Few persons appreciate pro- 
perly the wide range of knowledge, the unflagging industry, the 
intensity of thouglit, required to produce a treatise such as the 

' one beture us. We think Mr. Addison has given conclusive 
evidence of his having brought all three qualifications to his 
task, and we rejoice to believe that he has not only deserved, 


but also commanded. success. 
Births, Plarriages, and Deaths. 
| BIRTHS. 


BLAXLAND—On Mar. 2, the wife of George Blaxiand, Esq., of Crosby- 
mpuare, London, and of Clapton-square, of a daughter. 

COLES--On Feb. 25, at Eastbourne, the wife of Mr. John Henry Campion 
Coles, Solicitor, of a soni. 

DAY—(m Feb. 24, at 14 Albert-terrace, Westhourne-grove West, the wife 
of Jolin ©, 0, 8, Day, Eaq., Darrister-at-Law, of a son, 

KENNEDY—On Mar, 2, at Brighton, the wife of Henry Kennedy, Eq, 
arrieter-at-Law, of non. 

SAXLON— Om Feb, 25, at Wellwood, Sydenham, the wife of Edward Saxton, 
by, A a com, 

WALAKEN On Veb. 2s, at 24 Fitzwilliam-street, Cambridge, the wife d 

| thomas Waraker, buy, LL., Darrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 


| MARMIAGL, 

GELOLGL ~WOODW ALD On beb. 25, at st, John’s church, Upper Hol- 
wrway, Wy the Mev. Hewry Hampton, Charles George, Kay, of Mildmay- 
park, Mike Newington, to Susanna, daughter of Robert Woodward, beq., 
A Tuliecli- villas, Vufiell-park-rosd 





DVATHS, 
(ni Vel, 24, wf V4 Doughty street, Mecklenburgh square, Mary 
giiter of the late Tivennias Wennett, aq, of Wunter-street, brane 
wk -wjnare, Founding Hospital, sulicitor, aged 49, 

BURTON tm Veh, BH, Anna, wife of Jame urton, Kaq,, of Powlsplace, 
puewty-myare, Vine bury, aid of Devinuhire road, balbam-hill, in bo 
7494 Yeas 
OGtLM- 4m bel, 271, at Sleaford, William Foster, aq, Salichtor, in tas 


AN sent 





HHA, tm Vel, w At % Cnaterchterrace, Wegeint's park, Audiey 
tnen fries Antuc, wite A Nag Wi, Vad, 4 

VOTTEM 4m Mare %, wt bie father’s residiennee, WO Henretta-strett, 
triiewv bmn, Henry, the eldest ourviving som of George W & 
VAtss, Lin, weary A Leadon . 
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WRIGHT—On Feb. 28, at Milton-road, Stoke Newington, after a few hours’ 
illness, in the 41st year of her age, Selina, wife of William Walton Wright, 
Esq., of Paper-buildings, Temple. 

YOUNGE—On March 1, at Spring-mount-cottage, Upper Grove-lane, Cam- 
berwell, Edward Younge, of the Middle Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 
and Clerk of Enrolments in Chancery, aged 64. 


——_—_——~>—_—- 
Tnclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Asn, Ricuarp, Esq., Westbury-on-Trym, Gloucestershire, £2,500 Consols. 
—Claimed by RicHarp Asi. 

Back, MARIANNE, Spinster, Surrey-st., Norwich, £201 : 17 : 3 Consols.— 
Claimed by MARIANNE DEACLE, wife of Hicks Tuomas DEACLE, formerly 
Back, Spinster. 

BLACKSTONE, JoserH, Esq., Camden-st., Camden-town, £1 : 10 per annum 
Long Annuities.—Claimed by JoserpH BLACKSTONE. 

BLOOMFIELD, Horatio, Esq., Bow-lane, Poplar, and JANe Fany, Spinster, 
Brook-green-pl., Hammersmith, £144 : 11 Consols. — Claimed by 
Horatio BLooMrie.D, the survivor, 

CALDWALL, Mary, Spinster, Bewdley, Worcester, £458 : 6 Consols.— 
Claimed by BonnamM CaLDWALL, the acting executor. 

Carey, Diana, wife of Epwarp Carey, Esq., Bedford, £50 Consols.— 
Claimed by Diana Carey. 

CHAPMAN, WILLIAM, Rev. JoHN CHANNING ABDY, HeNRY DvuDIN, and 
Tuomas Frockon, deceased, St. John’s, Southwark, £100 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Exizaneru Duptx, Widow, James WARREN Dupin, and 
CuHarcLes Druce, surviving executors of Henry Dupry, who was the 
survivor. 

Frover, Joun, Esq., West Stafford, Dorset, and Samuet Cox, Esq., Bea- 
minster, Dorset, £1, 067 28 Reduced. —Claimed by Joun Filoyer and 
SAMUEL Cox. 

Graeme, HENRY SULLIVAN, Esq., Montagu-sq., £240 : 2: 11 New Three per 
Cents.—Claimed by ELLEN Scot, Spinster, and Col. ARCHIBALD GEDDES 
Hystop, surviving acting executors. 

Grienion, CLAupius, Gent., Chelsea, and ELIzABETH GRIGNION, his wife, 
£326: 17: 4 Reduced.—Claimed by WitLtAM KELLY GRIGNION, sole 
executor of ELIZABETH GRIGNION the survivor. 

Haves, Lady Caruenine, Widow, Milbury-ter., Dorset-sq., and FLETCHER 
Futon Compton HAYes, Ensign 62nd Reg. N. Inf., East Indies, 
£133: 11:7 New Three per Cents.— Claimed by Lady CATHERINE 
Hayes, the survivor. 

Rasaieicn, Rev. Georce Cummine, Winchester, and WiLLIAM CRAWLEY 
Yong, Esq., Otterbourne, Hants, £2,941 : 3: 6, £3: 10 per Cent. Re- 
duced.—Claimed by Rev. GEORGE CUMMING RASHLEIGH. 

Sracey, Georce, Chemist, Holborn, £100 Consols.—Claimed by Mary 
Stacey, Widow, and GeorGE Sracey, the acting executors. 

Wace, Ricnarp, Gent., Shrewsbury, CHARtEs CLAY, and BENJAMIN LAKIN, 
jun., Gents., both of Whitchurch, £264: 19:6 Consols.— Claimed by 
RicHArD Wace, the survivor, 

Witkins, Ronert, Esq., Long-acre, £139: 6:3 Consols.—Claimed by 
WiLtiAM Crane WILKINS, Robert JAMES PoLLocK, and Henry Paris, 
the executors, 

~~: — 


Heirs at Raw and Next of Kin. 

Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 
Herpsman, Ricuarp, Wesleyan Minister, who died at South Petherton, 

Somerset, in 1815, His brother Joseph Herdsman, his nephew Joseph 

Herdsman, his niece Elizabeth Herdsman (son and daughter of Robert 

Herdsman), and his nephew Thomas Bennett (son of Ann Bennett), or 

their respective representatives, to apply to Messrs. Abbot, Lucas, and 

Leonard, Solicitors, Bristol. 


Ouweau, Hanne, Widow, Walcot-place, Lambeth (who died in March, 
1855), Garland v, Stearns and Att.-Gen., M.R. Last Day for Pros, 
April 13, 

oO 


Money Market. 


CITY, Pripay Evenine, 
The closing money price of Consols this atternoon is 964 to96} 
per cent. ‘Tho fluctuations since this day week have been 
trifling, ‘The final price is | per cont, lower, — Lt has been noti- 
fied at the Bank that advances will be made on Government 
securities during the shutting of the transfor books till the Lath 


April, at 3 per cent. 


Payments dno yesterday, the 4th, were generally well met, 
In the Stock Exchange lowns wero obtainable to-day at from 
Wytox per cent, 

From the Bank of Engluid veturn for the week ending the 
Sra inat., it appears that the amount of notes in eiveulation is 
£20,043,800, being an inerenee of LS8O8TA, and the stock of 
Sallien in both dopartinente ta £17,017 888, showing a deoroase 

£5,068, when compared with the previous retin, Large as 
in ‘a jmnount of gold above mentionsd, there ia a atveng probe 
bility of further norense, Several veasola (rou Australia now 
Overdue are reported to contain about £800,000, and several 





others are announced to have left for England with gold valued 
at nearly half a million. 

The Railway meetings of the week have been numerous. 
The half-yearly meeting of the Great Western and Brentford 
line was held on Friday last. The line is described as a 
valuable adjunct to the Great Western Railway from the 
Thames at Brentford, and intended to be the terminal line for 
at least 1,000 miles of a system extending from South Wales, 
and South Devon, and Liverpool, to London. It will carry the 
heavy traffic of these 1,000 miles from Southall to Blackwall at 
from four to five shillings a ton, when it must now cost the 
Great Western Company from seven shillings and sixpence to 
ten shillings a ton to convey the same from Paddington to Black- 
wall ; and it will afford great facilities for the conveyance of 
goods from Liverpool, Manchester, and the manufacturing dis- 
tricts generally by that route. The whole of the docks are 
now finished, the bridges are all constructed, and the embank- 
ments ready. The works will be carried on without delay, and 
it was stated that a satisfactory arrangement had been made 
with the Great Western Company for the conveyance of their 
traffic over the Brentford line. 


At the meeting of the Bristol and Exeter line, held on Friday 
last, the chairman expressed his sorrow to be compelled, as at 
the preceding half-yearly meeting, to allude to a continued 
diminution in the receipts both from passengers and goods. He 
thought the diminution in passengers partly attributable to the 
diversion of this traffic consequent on the Art Treasures 
Exhibition at Manchester. With respect to goods they must 
trace the principal diminution to the competition of the Great 
Western Railway, which had now a line to Yeovil, with an 
extension to Weymouth, through which channels goods were 
naturally diverted both from the city of Bristol, and also from 
the whole of the north of England. But notwithstanding the 
decrease both in passengers and goods the position of the com- 
pany was gratifying, and quite as favourable as on any former 
occasion. He recommended as soon as possible the conversion 
of the debenture debt into a preferential stock, bearing 4 per 
cent. interest, by which a saving of from three to four thousand 
pounds yearly would be effected. A resolution was agreed te 
declaring a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, pay- 
able on the 2nd Mareh. 

A newthrough-route from Warrington and Chester to Lendon 
is being effected by the arrangements of the Warrington and 
Stockport Railway Company. This company have power 
under their Act to use the Birkenhead Company's line from 
Warrington through Chester, to Birkenhead, and they assume 
the right, which is disputed, of sending trains te Londen from 
the Chester station, in connection with their own traffic, and 
the through trains now running between Liverpool, Manchester, 
and London. The route into London is over the Great Northern 
line. These arrangements result in an important extension of 
the competition of the Great Northern with the North Western 
and Great Western Companies. 

A report of the winding-up of the estate of Mr. Edward 
Oliver, shipowner, of Liverpool, who failed in 1834 fer a very 
large amount, has lately been issued. It appears an the one 
hand that the value of his ships sank very far below his estimate, 
which stood at £588,600, and on the other hand, that these 
ships, or some of them, being engaged as transports in the 
Russian war, a profit of £35,983 accrued. In addition to the 
defaleation in the value of the ships, some American he 
surance otftices, from whom large sums are due, not only neglect 
to pay, but refuse to furnish any account. The result is, that 
in addition to the tirst dividend of 2s, 6d. in the pound paid in 
October, 1833, and the second of 2s in the following year, a 
third to the ‘amount of 6d has now been realised, making the 
total distribution 3s, A few outstanding items may be expected 
to bring infan additional 3d. ia the pound, One of the largest 
losses of the Royal British Bank arose out of the operations of 
Mr, Oliver, and the Liverpool Borough Bank was likewise 
fatally mixed up with his aflairs, 
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Vale of Neath ........ : sot |i om oo 
—~>—_ 


London Gasettes. 


New fAembers of Parliament. 
Toeapat, Mar. 2, 185A. 

Coes Tr of Wicauow —The Hom. Granville Levison Proby, rice William 
Thomas Spencer Fitzwilliam, commonly called Viscount Milton, now Eari 
Firzwiiitem. 

Fatoat, Mar. 5, 14%. 

Eouncca of Sr sssoxn.—dchn Inglis, f Abercrombie-pi., Edinburgh, Dean 
of the Faculty of Adverates, and Lord Advocate of Sealand, ric Sir 
Freferic Thesiger, int., whe has acerpted the fice ff Lord High Chan- 
CH 

Baaocon of Cocazamocta—The ight Hom. Richard Southwell bourke, 
crmmncmhy callet Lort Saas, of Palmerstown Naas, in the county of Kil- 
dare, Chiet Seeretary ty the Lord -Lientenant of Ireiand. 

Eoancea of Lraorer ion —The Bight Hon. Sr Join Saneret Pakingtom, 
kart., AB cctrssA- park, in the em al Woecester, Firet Conmmnsenivemer 
foe exmcatiog the (fhe A Lay rs High Aditiecal 

Rouscoa of Weetsca-—The ght Hom. Geage Cecil Weld Voreater, 4 
Wiley Park, im the comty A talicp, Canperdier of Her Majesty's 
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Borovcu or BripGNortTH.—Henry Whitmore,*of Sunniside, Coal Brook Dale, 


in the county of Salop, Esq., one of the Commissioners for executing the 
Office of Treasurer of the Exchequer of Great britain and Lord High 
‘Treasurer of Ireland. 

University oF Camprioce.—The Right Hon. Spencer Horatio Walpole, 
ve of Arts, one of Her Majesty’ s Principal Secretaries of State. 
Mar. 

Borov on oF HUNnTINGpON.—Major-General Jonathan Peel, of Marble-hill, 
Twickenham, one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries ‘of State. 


Commissioners to administer Oaths tn Chancery. 
Tuespay, Mar. 2, 1858. 
ATKINSON, Jonny, Gent., Whitehaven, Cumberland.—Feb. 28. 
Myrts, Mites, Gent., Preston, Lancashire.—/eb. 23. 


Gankrupts. 
Tuespay, Mar. 2, 1858. 

ALLEN, Jouy, Corn and Flour Dealer, Oldbury, Worcestershire. Com. 
Balguy: Mar. 13 and April 8, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kin- 
near. Sols. Southall & Nelson, Birmingham. Pet. Feb. 26. 

BARNES, Henry, Milkman, Chain Bridge Farm, Mountnessing, Essex, 
and Artillery-passage, Bishopsgate, High-st., Shoreditch, Church-st., 
Friars Mount, Wentworth-st., and Goldsmith-row, Middlesex. Com. 
Goulburn: Mar. 15, at 1; and April 19, at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Pennell. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 rH d Jewry-chambers. Pet. 
Feb. 25. 

COLLIER, Micnakrt, Yarn and Sack Manufacturer, High-st., Witney, Ox- 
ford. Com. Holroyd: Mar. 16 and April 13, at 2; Basinzhall-st. My. 
Ass. Lee. Sol. Ravenor, 5 Raymond-bldgs., Gray’s-inn. Pet. Mar. 1. 

GILL, Samvet, Cutlery Manufacturer, Sheffield. Com. West: Mar. 13 
and April 24, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Of. Ass. Brewin. Sol. 
Broadbent, Sheffield. et. Feb. 27. 

HOMAN, Jttivs, Wholesale Clothier, 7 Russia-row, Milk-st., Cheapside 
(J. Homan & Co.) Com. Fane: Mar. 11, at 11; and April 16, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. Og*. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Depree & Austen, 23 Lawrence. 
lane, Cheapside. Pet. Feb. 18. 

JONES, Henry, Brass and German Silver Founder, Rockingham-st., Shef- 
field. Com. West: Mar. 13 and April 24, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 
Off. Ass. Brewin. Sol. Fretson, Shettield. et. Feb. 26. 

LEGG, SterHen, Shipwright and Boat-builder, Liverpool. Com. Steven- 
son: Mar. 18 and April 8, at IL; aioe Og. Ass. Turner. Sol. 
Yates, jun., Liverpool. 2 et. Feb. 2 

LORIMER, Joun, Grocer, Yorkshi - Rochdale, Lancashire. Mar. 19 
and April 15, at 11; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sol. Sutton, 
Marsden-st., Manchester. Vet. Feb. 24. 

M‘CALMAN, Coutts, Ship Chandler, Liverpool, and at Prince Edward’s Is- 
land, in co-partnership with James Wilson (Wilson, Brown, & Co.) Com. 
Stevenson: Mar. 19 and April 1, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Turner. 
Sols. Neal & Martin, Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 25. 

PENSTON, Georce, & Saran Penston, Ironmongers, 21 Penton-row, 
Walworth-road. Com. Fane: Mar. 12, at 1.30; and April 23, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Robinson, 29 Ironmonger-. 
lane. et. Mar. 1. 

ROWLAND, Ricuarp, Innkeeper, Chertsey, Surrey. Com. Fane: Mar. 
1l,atl; and April 23, at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. 
Billing, King-st., Cheapside. Pet. Mar. 1. 

SHELLEY, Sampson, Power-loom Cloth Manufacturer, Manchester, lately 
in partnership with John Henry Jackson, since deceased (Jackson & 
Shelley). Mar. 15,at1; and April 13, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. 
Pott. Sols. Cooper & Sons, Pall Mall, Manchester. Pet. Feb. 26. 

SHERRATT, Tuomas, Flour Factor, 59 White Horse-street, Stepney. 
Com. Evans : Mar. 11,at2; and April 15, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sols. Vandercorn & Co., Bush-lane, Cannon-st. et. Feb. 26. 

UFFINDELL, Wittiam, Licensed Victualler, Three Caps Tavern, Bow. 
Com. Fane: Mar. 11, at 11.30; and April 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Surr & Gribble, 12 Abchurch-lane. Jet. Feb. 25. 

WATTS, Geonce Watkins, Wholesale Cheesemonger, Red Lion-place, 
Giltspur-st. Com. Fane: Mar. 12, at 12; and April 16, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Wbalrook. 
Pet. Dec. 

WRAGG, James, Glaxs Lott!e Manufacturer, Barnsley, Yorkshire. Com. 
Ayrton: Mar. 22, at 1.30; and April 1%, at 12; Comnercial-bldgs., 
Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Tvas & Harrison, Barnsley; or Cariss & 
Cudworth, Leeds. Let. Feb, 26. 





Faipay, Mar. 5, 1858. 

CHANDLER, James, Innkeeper, Stroud, Gloucestershire. Com. Hill: 
Mar. 22 and April 20, at J1; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sols. Sheard & 
Baker, Cloak-lane, London; ani Whittington & Gribble, Bristol. Let. 
Feb. 26. 

CROSS, SAMUEL, Timber Merchant, 20 Lime-st., and 12 Coburg-pl., Ken- 
nington-lane, Lambeth. Com. Fonblanque: Mar. 16 and April 13, at 
1.30; Basinghali-st. Off. Ass. Graham. Nols. Vocock & Poole, 58 Bar- 
tholomew-close. Jet. Feb, 22. 

DUTTON, Witttam, Grocer, 39 Watling-st. Com. Fane: Mar. 19, at 12; 
and April 24, at 1.40; asinghall- at. Off. Ass. Whitmore, Sol. Keigh- 
ley, 73 Basinghall-st. Set. Mar. 2. 

GOLDBERG, Jcpan, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 147 Brick-lane, White- 
chapel. Com. Holroyd: Mar. 16, at 2.40; and April 16, at 1; Basing- 
hali-st. Off. Ass. Fdwards, Sol. Wenry de Medina, 24 lrowd-st.-bidgs 
Pa. Mar. 2. 

HAIGH, Witttam Crarmas, Woolstapler, Brodford, Yorkshire. Con 
Ayrton: Mar. 22, at 1; and April 19, at 11; Commercial-bidys., Leeds. 
Of. Ass. Hope. Sols. Lawrance, Views, & Voyer, Old Jewry Chambers, 
Landon; Taylor, Bradford ; or Bond & Varwick, Leeds, Pet, Feb. 29. 

HALES, Hexay, Sewed Muslin Warchouseinan, Bread-st.-hill, Com 
Lvana: Mar. 16, at 12.20; and April 15, at2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Johinaon. Sol. Mason & Sturt, Gresham-st, L’et, Mar, 6, 

KAYE, Jous, Innkeeper, Hudderstield, Com, West: Mar, 19 and April 
24, at Ih; Commercial-bldgs,, Leeds, Off. Am. Young, Sol. Clarke, 
Leeds, Vet. Mar.A, 

LENNY, Thomas, Manufacturer of, and Dealer in, Boota and Shoes, North 
Shields. Com. Villaon; Mar, 17 and April 27, at 114 Moyal-arcade, New- 
castie-npaTyne, Off, Ass. Vaker, Hola, Amite North Shields; or 
Huige & Ware, Newcaatle-uyan- Tyne, Met, Mar, 1, 

LEWIS, Davin Jamra, loot awl Shoe Maker, Cardiff, CGamorganshire, 
Com, Wik: Mar, 16 and April 14, at 115 bristol, Of. Ass, Acraman. 
Kol, Writtan & Gon, bristol. Let, Ve. 20 
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MARTIN, Freperick WitL1AM, Tobacconist, now of 131 Fleet-st., late of 
25 Ludgate-st. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 15, at 1; and April 19, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Ogf. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Newbon, Evans, & Newbon, 
1 Wardrobe-pl., Doctors’-commons. Pet. Mar. 3. 

SEATON, WILLIAM NewsBou pn, Table Knife Manufacturer, Sheffield. Com. 
West: Mar. 20 and May 1, at 10; Council-hall, sheffield. Og. Ass. 
Brewin. Sol. Fernell, Sheftield. Pet. Feb. 27. 

SHARP, Joun, Innkeeper, Tickhill, Yorkshire. Com. West: Mar. 27 and 
May 1, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. Sols. Popple- 
well, Tickhill ; or Clarke, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 4. 

SHAW, JAMes, JoserpH SHaw, WittiaM Snaw, & Luke Suaw, Woollen 
Manufacturers, Elland, Yorkshire. Com. West: Mar. 19 and April 23, 
at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Of. Ass. Young. Sols. Scholes & 
Son, Dewsbury ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Feb. 25. 

SHEPHERD, Juxivs Gasortan, Brick Maker, Halstead, Essex. Com. 
Holroyd: Mar. 18, at 2; and April 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
—_ oo Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. 
Mar. 3. 

STOBART, Epwarp, Mourning Warehouseman, 55a Edgeware-rd. Com. 
Evans: Mar. 16, at 1; and April 15, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Johnson. Sol. Cridland, 7 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Pet. Jan. 28. 

TOLDORPH, Marrutas, Merchant, 40 Seething-lane, trading in copartner- 
ship with Hans Toldorph (H. M. Toldorph & Co.), but at present a pri- 
soner in the Queen’s Bench. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 15, at 2; and April 

19, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og’. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Nicholson, 48 Lime-st. 
Pet, Mar. 4. 

TOMKINSON, Ricwarp Cyptes, jun., Stationer, Birmingham. Com. Bal- 
guy: Mar. 20 and April 10, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
Sols. Rowley & Son, Manchester; or Harrison & Wood, 8 Edmond-st., 
Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 4. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED., 
TuEsDAY, Jar. 2, 1858. 

BROADBENT, JouN, Umbrella and Parasol Manufacturer, Manchester. 
Mar. 1. 

Fripay, Mar. 5, 1858. 

Waite, JoNATHAN, Woollen Manufacturer, Yeadon, Guiseley, Yorkshire. 
Mar. 26. 

MEETINGS. 
Tuespay, Mar. 2, 1858. 

ApaAms, JAMes, Surgeon, 39 Finsbury-sq. Prf. Ddts. Mar. 16, at 11 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

3aRTON, BENJAMIN, Grocer, Wortley, Leeds. Choice of new Trade Ass. 
& Prf. Dots. Mar. 15, at 12.30; Commercial -bldgs., Leeds. Com. 
Ayrton, 

CrLovuGH, Ropert, Hosier, 130 Oxford-st. Div. Mar. 25, at 12; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Holroyd. 

Davies, Dantet, Wholesale Clothier, Bread-st.-hill. Div. Mar. 23, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Dotpuin, Jonn, Banker, Hunter House, near Blanchland, Durham. Dir. 
Mar. 23, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Hicernson, JonaTHAN, & RicHarp Deane, Merchants, Liverpool (Barton, 
Irlam, & Higginson), and at Barbadoes (Higginson, Deane, & Stott). 
Div. Mar, 25, at 11. Com. Stevenson. 

Lace, JosHua FLercuer, 4 Mersey-st., Birkenhead; and LEonarD ApDIsoN, 
Abbot's Grange, Chester, lately in co-partnership as Printers and Sta- 
tioners, at Liverpool. Div. jnt. est. and sep. est. of each, Mar. 23, at 11; 
Liverpool. Com. Perry. 

Linnit, Jonn, Manufacturing Jeweller, 44 Berner'’s-st., Oxford-st. Div. 
Mar, 23, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Morrow, Rosert, Joun Morrow, & CLarkson Garsutrt, Commission 
Agents, Liverpool. rf. Dbts. Mar. 12, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Steven- 
son. 

Paton, Witt1aM, Warehouseman, Bread-st. Div. Mar. 25, at 11 ; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fane. 

Stee, Jonny, Manufacturer of Hosiery, Loughborough, Leicestershire. 
Aud, Acets. & Div. Mar, 23, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Com. 
Balguy. 

Taytor, Tuomas, Tailor, 21 & 22 White Rock-pl., Hastings, Sussex. 
Last Ex. (by adj. from. Feb, 19) Mar, 12, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. 

Tuomas, Witttam, Publisher, 19, 20, & 21 Catherine-st., Strand. Div. 
Mar. 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Topp, Henry Joun, Warehouseman, Pancras-lane, Div. Mar. 25, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

TREDENNICK, RicHARD, Mining Broker, 6 Haymarket. Div. Mar. 24, at 

’ 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

TuaMan, CuaaLes Henry, & JaAMes Evens Tu@MAn, Provision Merchants, 
33 Gt. Tower-st. Div, joint est., and sep. est of C. H. Tugman, Mar, 25, 
at ll; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Watker, Emery, Coach Builder, 18 Blomfleld-st., Harrow-rd., and 
Charles-mews, Charles-st., Westbourne-ter, Pry. Dots, Mar, 11, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Wetisrep, Witttam, & Henny Wextsrep, Cabinet Makers, Molyneux-st. 
and Shouldhanmest., Bryanstone-sq. Div. Mar, 23, at 2; Basinghall-st, 
Com, Holroyd, 

Waeats, Cuanrces, Woollen Draper, late of Lowestoft, Suffolk, now of 
Manningtree, Essex, out of business. Last Bx, (oy adj. from Feb, 26) 
Mar, 12, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Warre, Winntam Scaake, Chemist and Drugyist, Soho-st., Handsworth, 
Staffordshire, Div, Mar, 22, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Witttams, Winttam, WILLIAM Wittiams, jun, & Thomas Ronset Wue- 
LiAMs, Bankers, Newport, Monmouthshire. inal Die, Mar, 26, at 11; 
Bristol. Com, Hill, 


Fraipay, Mar, 5, 1858, 


Bacne, Samuen, & Samunn Teerius Bact (8. T. Bache), Jewellers, Bir- 
Hingham, Jive, Mar, 29, ut 10; Birmingham, Com, Balguy. 

BANKa, Frepenicn Lawson, & Ronee Dawson, Common Brewers, Shet- 
fold, carrying on business in Pornhamest,, Sheffold (under tirm of Banks, 
mm & Co.) Div, Mav, 27, at 10; Council-ball, Sheftleld, Com, 

est, 

Bennerr, Wittiam, Grocer, 14 Gt, Nowportest., Nowport-mrkt, Die, 
Mar, 26, at 1.90; Bastnghallest, Com, Pane, 

Baran, Joun, Electra Mater, Dyer's-bldys,, Holborn, Div, Mar, 26, at 
1s Basinghallest, Com, Fane, 





CrossLey, WILLIAM, & GeorcE Csossiey, Cotton Spinners, Elland, York~- 
shire. Div. Mar. 26, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Davies, James, Currier, Newport, Monmouthshire. Final Div. Mar. 26, 
at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. 

Easton, Jon, Builder and Timber Merchant, 20 Clapham-rd.-pl., Clap- 
ham-rd., Surrey. Dir. Mar. 26, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Exits, Epwarp Fir, Stock Broker, Hendon, Middlesex, and Royal Ex- 
change-bldgs. Div. Mar. 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

FLeEtwoop, Joun, Grocer, Liverpool. Dir. Mar. 26, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com. Stevenson. 

FREEMAN, JosepH, Wool Top Maker, Bradford, and Kiliwick, Yorkshire. 
Div. Mar. 26, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Frencu, RicHarp Basstock, Corn and Coal Merchant, Winchester. Dir. 
Mar. 26, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Govcn, James Bureix, Timber Merchant, 8 River-ter., Islington Dir. 
Mar. 26, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Hampson, Joun, Grocer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. Last Er. (by adj. sine 
die), Mar. 18, at 12; Liverpool. Com. Perry. 

Hitts, Witu1aM, Grocer, 6 Harmer-st., Milton-next-Gravesend. Prf. Dit. 
bu Commercial Bank of London. Mar. 17, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Goulburn. 

InGuis, JaMEs, Merchant, late of 56 Lothbury, now of 36 Basinghall-st. 
Div. Mar. 27, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Kino, Rosert, Builder, Pentonville-rd., Middlesex. Last Ex. (by adj. from 
Feb. 16) Mar. 16, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

LARKING, WILLIAM, Innkeeper, King’s Head-hotel, King-st., Ipswich. Dir. 
Mar. 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Lockwoop, Wi1LL1AM Perrect, Chemist and Druggist, Wakefield. Dir. 
Mar. 27, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Cow. Fane. 

Loncton, Joan, Ship Broker, Liverpool. iv. April 9, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com, Stevenson. 

OLDFIELD, SAMUEL, JoHN ALLAN, & Epwarp Jonny Sinctam Covzens, 
Woollen Cloth Merchants, Huddersfield. Div. joint est., & sep est. of S. 
Oldfield, Mar. 26, at 11 ; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Owen, Jonn, & WittiaM Henry Boon, Silversmiths, Birmingham. Die. 
Mar. 27, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Pace, James Rosert, Iron, Coal, and Coke Manufacturer, Wellington- 
chambers, 75 Cannon-st. West, and | Hobury-st., Chelsea, and also of 
Creevelea Iron and Coal Works, co. Leitrim, Ireland, now a Prisoner in the 
Queen’s Bench (Creevelea Iron and Coal Works). Last Ex. (by adj. from 
Dec. 23) Mar. 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

PARKINSON, WILLIAM, Worsted Spinner, Bradford, Yorkshire. Dir. Mar. 
26, at 11; Commercial-bidgs, Leeds. Com. West. 

ReaD, Joun, Carpenter, Lower Whitecross-st., Cripplegate. Dir. Mar. 29, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Rocers, James, Mason and Builder, 7 Orchard-st., Harrow-ri, Padding- 
ton. Dir. Mar. 26, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. : 

Rotre, BeNJAMIN, & Beavroy ALFRED Moors, Tailors, Sackville-st., Pic- 
cadilly. Div. Mar. 26, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Ruruven, Epwarp SourHWELL, Commission Agent, 22 Penlington-pl., 
Hercules-bldgs., Lambeth, afterwards of Whitecross-st. Prison, then of 
the Queen’s Prison, Surrey. Last Ex. Mar. 25, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Com, Evans. 

Samson, Lazarus, Merchant, Houndsditch. ast Er. (by adj. from Mar. 
2). Mar. 16, at 12; Basinghall-st Com. Fonblanque. 

Sayer, Hexry Heyt, Corn and Seed Factor, West-st., Bristol. Die. April 
8, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. 

SCHLESINGER, CHARLES FREDERICK, EpwarD ScHLESINGER, & CHARLES 
Parfitt, Drysalters, 9 & 10 Basinghall-st. ast Ex. (dy adj. from 
Jan. 3) Mar. 16, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Stwonire, Grace, Iron Plate Worker, Pope-st, Birmingham. Dir. Mar. 
29, at 10; Birmingham. Com. y. 

SMALLPIEcE, HENRY WittiaM Benp, & Henry WILLIAM SMALLPrEce, 
Curriers and Saddlers, Guildford, Surrey, and of Aldershot, Hants. Dir. 
sep. est, of H. W. Smallpiece, Mar. 29, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Goulburn. 

SPEEDING, THomas, Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. Dir. Mar. 26, at 12; 
Royal-arcade, Neweastie-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

StatHaM, Henry Heatucore, Attorney-at-Law, Liverpool. Dir. April 9, 
at 11; Liverpool. Com, Stevenson. 

Trowse, ArtHuR Epwarp, Coach and Tyre’Smith, 31, 32, & 35 Leather- 
lane, Holborn. Last Er. Mar. 17, at 11; Basinghall-st. Coa. Goulburn. 

Verren, ANDREW, Music Seller, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Dir. Mar. 29, at 
11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, Ellison, 

WuHeeE ter, Ricuarp, Miller, St. Owen, Herefordshire. Dir. Mar, 27, at 10; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Warace, Joun, jun., Cutlery Manufacturer, Sheffield. Die. Mar, 27, at 10; 
Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tvsspay, Mar, 2, 1858. 

Craven, Henry B., Corn Facter, Leeds. First, 1Q¢,  Fowag, 5 Park-rew, 
Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Daviss, Evan, Draper, Swansea. Div. 2s. Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s- 
parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Hart, Tuomas, Hat and Cap Manufacturer, 41 Charlotte-st., Blackfriars, 
First, ls, 8d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 te & 

Kinprep, Freprmick, Miller, Framlingham, Suffolk. First, 2s, Aiianards, 
22 Basinghall-st.; Mar. 3, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Mincnty, Joun, Milliner, Newport. Div, Is. d@.  Acrwan, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Nasu, Tuomas, jun., Brush Manufacturer, [4 Great Dover-st., Southwark, 
Hirst, 2s, 24d, WAdtmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, U1 to 3. 

Yorrer, WintiaM, Grocer and Draper, Ellerburn, Second, ld, Poway, 
5 Park-row, Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Rexs, WituiaM, Stationer, Glastonbury. Second, 44 Miler, 19 St. 
Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, U1 to 1. 

Stasons, Kpwarp B., Grocer, York. First, &. Gd. Poway, 5 Park-rew, 
Leeds ; any day, 10 to |, 

Wurrs, Epmunp, Corn and Coal Merchant, New Gorm Exchange, Mark. 
lane, Phonix Wharf, Stratton, Essex, and Globe Whart, Wapping. 
(White & Son.) First, as. WAd@more, 2 Rasinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 
ll te &, 

Wintiama, Tuomas, Brower, Aberdare, Div, 10g, Afider, 19 St. Auge. 
tine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, Ll te |, 


Panay, Mar. 5, 18s, 


BRAMWELL, Jamea, Grocer, Glossop, Derbyshire, Hirst, ds, Shh Ae, 
7 Charlotte-st,, Manchester; any Teaday, U1 te 2, 
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Bunt, Witt1am, Builder, St. Stephen’s by Launceston, Cornwall. First» 
ls. 10d. Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 
Cuare, Samvet, Grocer, Ashton-under-Lyne. First, 4s. 3§d. Pott, 7 
Chariotte-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 
— <= Wiutuiam. Sixth, 3s. id. Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 2. 
Martin, Rossat, & Davip Warptaw Scorr, Merchants, 21 Great St. 
Helen's. Third, 44¢. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury, any Monday, 11 to 3. 
Miniriz, Ricuarp, Baker, Honiton, Devon. First, ls. ld. Hirtzel, Queen- 
st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Raynes, James. First, ls. 8d. Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Trrcemse, Jostan, Builder, Clewer-green, Clewer, Berks. Second, 34d. 
Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 11 to 3. 

Wester, Josian, Bookbinder, Playhonse-yard. gd. 
Aldermanbury ; Wednesday next, 11 to 2. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, wauless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tvespay, Mar. 2, 1858. 

Baker, Epwarp Lixpsay, Ship Broker, Liverpool. 
29, as before advertised), at 11; Live 

Batrers, Gronce, aa. and Share Broker, 26 Throgmorton-st. 
at 11.30; Basinghal 

BRACEGIRDLE, aon 3 
at 11; Liverpool. 

Cxaxtos, Francis, Victualler and Innkeeper, Dovercourt, Essex. Mar. 26, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Cockczrort, CuatTscay, Pickle Maker, Stansfield, Halifax. 
Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Cvoxe, Ropert, Hatter, Liverpool. Mar. 24, at 11; Live 

Jounson, GEORGE, — Dealer, 1 High-st., Notting-hill. 
1.30; Basinghall- 

Masos, Roserr Goer, Printer, now or late of Sunderland, Tynemouth. 
Mar. 24, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Mercatre, James, 'k CuristorHER METCALFE, haan, Richmond, York- 
shire. Mar. 30, at 12; Commercial-bldgs., 

Moors#orse, James, Cotton Spinner and Rie, Howegill, near Gis- 
burn, Yorkshire. Mar. 29, at 12.30; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Mester, Cuastas, & Jonx Magitow Mostey, News Agents, 16 Catherine- 
st., Strand. Mar. 23, at 12: Basinghall-st. 

Nesx, Magtiy, Laceman, 259 Regent-circus, Oxford-st., 
Mar. 25, at 11; Basinghall-«t. 

Pearsox, Tdomas, Ironmonger, 18 & 19 Calthorpe-pl., Gray’s-inn-rd., re- 
siding at Acton-house, Acton. Mar. 25, at 12; hali-st. 

Rzastos, Epwarp, Lodging-house Keeper, Filey, Yorkshire. Mar. 29, at 

1; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Sezncsr, James, Grocer and Tallow Chandler, Bishop Stortford, Herts. 
Mar. 24, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Saaw, Epwarp, Draper, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Kingsten-upon- Hull 

Wess, Tuomsox, Cheesemonger, 3 Park-terr., Camden- -town. Mar. 23, at 
11.30; Basinghal!-st. 

Wort, Tuomas, Corn Chandler, Wellington-st., Woolwich. Mar. 24, at 
12.39; Basinghaili-st. 


Third, Lee, 20 


Mar. 24 (and not Feb- 
Mar. 25, 
Timber Merchant, Leftwich, Cheshire. Mar. 23, 


Mar. 23, at 11; 


” Mar. 24, at 


and Scarborongh. 


Mar. 24, at 12; Town-haill, 


Farmar, Mar. 5, 1558. 


CarpiasdD, James, Builder, Hulme. Mar. 26, at 12; Manchester. 

Eccuzs, Jocrera, Epwazp Eccuzs, ALexasper Eccizs, Cotton Brokers, 
Liverpool. Mar. 3, at 12; Liverpool. 

Eperz, Jars, Builder, % Vincent-sq., Middlesex. Mar. 26, at 2; Basing- 


Peaesiet, Josuva, & Josern Feazxier, Sik Dressers, brighouse, York. 
Mar. 2, at ii; Leeds. 

Gagzcoat, Eicuazp, Grocer, Halifax. Mar. 26, at Il; 

GUELING, ae Carpenter, 57 Praed-st., 


Leeds 
On. Mar. 29, at 11; 
Mar. 


Howxrer. tel jun., Corn Dealer, Brentwood, Essex. 26, at 12 
Basinghail-s. 


i Grocer, Well-st., South Hackney. Mar. 26, at 1; 

— Cuanizs, Builder, i7 Queen’s-rd., Haverstock-hiil. 

SORIETOS, Boxee, & James Jeweau Pratt, Merchants, i “8 A pecmunics 9 ON 
_— a K Joknewme. Mar. 27, at 11; Basingha! 

Joss, Wiuiisu, Gas Fitter, 196 Pentomville-rd_, ——s and 11 & 12 
Eeak-st., Regent-st. Mar. %, at 12: Basinghall-st. 

Lamrzetc, Wititam ALtistos, Carpenter, 914 Long-lane. Mar. 2, at 2; 


Ba- 


Mar. 26, at 


Locas, Jom Cheri nA Drugzist, $6 Queen Ct le. 
a, s, © St ar y omt., Cea” 
23; Vasinghall-«. a 
MW Eeas, Jous, Shee Maker, Piligwenliy, near Newport, Monmonthshire. 
Aged $2, at 1: Brieed. 
MCagtset, Jauzs, Provision Merchant, South Shields. Mar. 26, at 12; 
rcaie, Newcastic-apom-Tyne. 
, Canuies, ke Jonux Maziow Mosier, News Agents, 16 Catherine- 


Mar. 26, at 


«., serach. Mar. 7%, 22 11; Basinghall-st. 
loruax, Cneerrovrarz, & Tierney Toruam, Dyers, Wakefield. Mar. 26, 
at ti; Leeds. 
Warrs, Taonss Gasact, lace Warelvmseman, % Aldermantury. Mar. 
Ti, at 11.9; Basinghal-«t. 


To te weevenen, unless Ayreay be daly enterel. 
Texapar, Mar. 2, ia, 
Asvexess, Thonst, Some Maem, 4 Sephen-wt., Liam-grove. 
Teh Ome 
Aeon, Witten, kt toms Sasyzees beorien, lace Manufacturers, 
. Vee. , it Camm t6 1, 4. Ratios 
hha, Sienteod Victualler, Premighs- ems, furtium, Kingstom- 
wn Ve. U4, tat ame 
Baceet, (commen, Corn Dealer, ate A VairhielA Villa, &. Veter the Ayatic, 
ie A Tianet, Kert, now A Soathwos Villa, &. Lawrence, like of 
Theat. Fes. H, tad Gam. 
Retcass, dome Cian, exheudier, Actes. 
escaenr!, 428aa, Greet, Leesa, 
bovives, Tevnss, & mera 
“*. ¥&s, Th, 4 Cam ws 4. ¥. Mammort ; ater & wunyeraiom fh three 
yom. 


Fe. ZA, 


Kata. 


Va, %, 1d Cane. 
Vey, 19, WA elnan, 





4MATA TASH ble Kaserony, Merchatis, 7 Calinta- | 


Gren, Wriu1aM, Builder, 27 University-st., Tottenham-court-rd, Feb, 26, 
2nd class. 

Henpry, Joun, Back and Vat Maker, 7 Weymouth-st., Hackney-rd. Feb. 
24, 3rd class. 

Hitt, Apranam, Grocer, Bradford, Yorkshire. Feb. 

HvusBarpd, JouN RoTHERY, Wool Merchant, Leeds. 
be suspended three years from Noy. 28, 1857. 

Jounson, Henry, Licensed Victualler, Westbromwich, Staffordshire. 
22, 3rd class. 

Jounson, Ropert, Builder, Phoenix-pl., Calthorpe-st., Gray’s-inn-rd., and 
2 Bell-yd., Gracechurch-st. Feb. 24, 2nd class. 

LAMBERT, Mixes, Tailor, Liverpool. Feb. 25, 2nd class; to be suspended 
for three months from Feb. 25. 

PELLING, GEoncs, Carpenter, 5 Holloway-pl., Holloway-rd., and 14, Sydney- 
st., City-rd. Feb. 24, 2nd class. 

Perry, SAMUEL, Jeweller, 18 Regent-pl., Caroline-st., Birmingham. Mar. 1, 
3rd class, after a suspension of six months. 

PickrorD, THomas Epwarp, Commission Agent, Manchester. 
class. 

Potak, JAMES MicueL, Picture Dealer, Birmingham. 

Rawson, Tuomas, Tailor, Halifax. Feb. 23, 3rd class. 

Roperts, WiLL1AM Swan, Bookseller, Leicester. Feb. 23, 3rd class. 

SMITH, ¥ ILLIAM, & JOHN Newey, Soap Manufacturers, Smethwick, Staf- 
fordshire. Mar. 1, 3rd class. 

Srocks, Samvet, Woollen Cloth Merchant, Huddersfield. 
class. 

Swirt, Joun Henry, Draper, Huddersfield. Feb. 19, 3rd class. 

Turton, Joun, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Feb. 23, 2nd class. 

WeLis, WILLIAM COLLIER, Stationer, Swaffham, Norfolk. Feb. 25, 2nd 
class. 

Wuistox, Ropert, & James Henry Srarces Witpsmirn, Manufacturing 
Chemists, Wolverhampton. Feb, 22, 3rd class. 

WoopHEaD, Joun, Innkeeper, Halifax. Feb. 19, 3rd class. 


15, 3rd class. 
Feb. 15, 3rd class ; to 


Feb. 


Feb. 22, lsu 
Feb. 22, 3rd class, 


Feb, 16, 3rd 


Fripay, Mav’. 5, 1858. 

DEEKER, THoMAS SmiTH, Upholsterer, 97 & 98 Wardour-st. 
class; to be suspended for eighteen months. 

Hagrison, Cuarwes, Rope Maker, Runcorn, Cheshire. 
to be suspended for six months. 

Haw ey, Tuomas, Grocer, 221 Blackfriars-road, Clement's-inn, Strand, 27 
Kiug’s-rd., Chelsea, and 97 Crawford-st., Marylebone. Feb, 25, 3rd class; 
to be suspended for twelve months. 

KinkHAM, THEOPHILUS, East India Merchant, 28 Leadenhall-st. 
2nd class. 

Purpay, CHaRLes Henry, Music Publisher, 37 Maddox-st., Hanover-sq. 
Mar. 2, 2nd class; tobe suspended for twelve months. 

Rawnsber, Samvet, Brush Manufacturer, Halifax. Feb. 19, 3rd class; to 
be suspended for one month. 

Raynes, James, Ship Owner, Liverpool. 
pended for three months. 

Seaman, GEORGE, (irocer, 70 High-st., Eton. 
pended for six months. 

Wa ker, WILLIAM SkirvinG, Ship Broker, Liverpool. Feb. 23, 2nd class. 

Wasgpen, Joun, Hotel Proprietor, Strattord-upon-Avon, and of Aldermin- 
ster, Worcestershire, Brick Manufacturer. Mar. |, Ist class. 

Waite, Watson, Grocer, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham. Feb. 26, 3rd_class, 
subject to suspension until Aug. 26, 1858, 

Wiieinsox, THomas James, Surgeon and Apothecary, Hulme. Feb. 26, 2nd 
class. 


Mar. 2, 2nd 


Feb. 22, 3rd class ; 


Feb. 26, 


Feb. 22, 2nd class; to be sus- 


Feb. 24, 3rd class ; to be sus- 


Professional Partnership Mrssolbed. 
Tvespay, Mar’, 2, 1858. 


Eppisox, Epwin, & B. Mortey Cioven, Attorneys-at-Law and Solicitors, 
Worksop, Nottinghamshire. Feb. 12. Each will henceforth practise on 
his own account. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Turspay, Mar. 2, 1858. 


CueLtew, Wiit1am, Merchant, Feock, Cornwall. Feb. 
Tregaskis, Basset-wharf, Perranarworthal, Cornwall. 
cute before Aug. 28. Sol. Tilly, Falmouth. 

Henstock, Jesse, Currier, Manchester. Feb. 15. Trustee, G. J, Knight, 
Accountant, Manchester. Sols. Thomas & Wharton, 19 Dickinson-st., 
Manchester. 

Incram, Bessamin, Blacksmith, Kingston- ~upon-Hull, 
J. Wile OX, Ironmonger, Kingston-upon-Hull. Creditors to execute before 
April 1. Aol. Reed, 25 Parliament-st., Kingston-upon-Hull, 

Jouxson, Rosent, & Srevuen Jounsoy, Bricklayers ‘and Builders, Laceby, 
Lincolnshire. Feb. 4. Trustees, G. Yrooks, Gent., Laceby ; J. Wintring- 
ham, Timber Merchant, 6 Pelham-ter., Great Grimsby; W. R. King, 
lrommonger, York Varade-cot., Beverley-rd., and 59 Market-pl., Kingston- 
upon-Hull. Sol. Veal, Flotter-gate and Victoria-st, West,, Great Grimsby. 

Lamres, Tuomas, Draper, #9 Borough-rd., Southwark. Jan, 30. Trustee, 
J. %. Bassett, Warehouseman, Love-lane. Sol. Sole, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Macwsicut, Joseru, Grocer, Saddler-st., Durham. Feb. 23, Trustee, 5. 
Henderson, Wholesale Grocer, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Creditors to exe- 
cute before May 24. Sol. Smith, 40 Saddiler-st., Durham. 

Mounts, Joux, Maiteter and Brewer, Ampthill, Beds. Feb.17. Trustees, 
S. Ashby, Gent., Staines, Middlesex; W. W. Kilpin, fronmonger, Bed- 
ford; M. ‘Ashby, Lrewer, Staines, Sol. Green, Woburn, Beds. 

Newnatt, Eowany, Old-pl., Steaford, Linc olnshire, eb. 18, Trustees, J. 
Toantinem, Gent., Hetpringham ; ; J.T. Marston, Common Brewer, Market 
Deeying; J. Yayne, Merchant, Sleaford ; Ej H. Collingwood, Gent., 
Grantham, Creditors to execute on or before June |, ola, Foster & 
fusigers, Sieatord. 

furrunaroun, Davin, Linen Draper, 
4. Varnieot, Vriday-at.; G. 
Heather, Vatertwater-row, 

furen, Witten, & Thomas Passive, Gas Engineers, Skinner-st., Snow- 
hil!. Jan. is. Trustees, 1, Jones, Gent,, Veckham ; M. A. Bowen, brass 
Founder, Dovingtom-at., Mourit-pleasant, C Jerkeiwell, Creditors to exe- 

cate before April 19, hol, Vreetum, 40 Broad st, -bidga, 

Teewr, Henny, & Lowi Wanu Tuent, Hope Makers, Old Vord, Bow, 
Middlesex. ¥eh. 44. Trustee, A. Arnold, Canvass Manufacturer, 6 Bil- 
iter-at. Creditors w execute before Mar, 24, Hol, Lea, 1 Barge-yard 
Cnatabers, Wucklersrury, 


27. Trustee, T. 
Creditors to exe- 


Feb. 20. Trustee, 


Feb, 4. 
Warchousemen, 


Trustees, 
Kal. 


Newark, Notts, 
Moore, Cheapalde, 
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Wooprutt, Henry Hotmes, & Lowen Gruner, Stationers, 32 Alderman- 
bury. Feb. 11. Zrustees, G. Davidson, Stationer, 80 Upper Thames- 
st.; S. J. Thwaites, Wholesale Stationer, 3 Worcester-pl., Upper Thames- 
st. Creditors to execute before April 12. Sols. Blake & Snow, 22 Col- 
lege-hill, Cannon-st. 

Fray, Mar. 5, 1858. 

BisHop, Rosert, Commission Agent, 3 Carpenter’s-bldgs., London-wall. 
Feb. 13. Trustees, ¥. Walker, Jeweller, Suffolk-st., Clerkenwell; F. 
Crawley, Pearl and Ivory Turner, Percival-st. Sol. Mardon, 99 New- 
gate-st. 

BrRUMWELL, RicHarD, Draper, Burnley, Lancashire. Feb. 26. Trustee, J. 
G. Cooper, Merchant, Bowdon, Cheshire, and 63 Church-st., Manchester ; 
T. Brumwell, Grocer, 44 East-st., Leeds; W. Hirst, Merchant, York-st., 
Cheetham-hill-rd., and 3 Faulkner-st., Manchester. Sol. Partington, 
1 Town-hall-bldgs., King-st., Manchester. 

CALKIN, WILLIAM ANDREW, Commission Agent, Rumford-pl., and Bentinck- 
st., Liverpool. Feb. 10. Trustee, A. W. Chalmers, Accountant, Pem- 
berton-bldgs., 5 Fenwick-st., Liverpool, Lancashire. Indenture lies at 
office of said A. W. Chalmers. 

Hvurcuison, David, Builder, 10 Canterbury-pl., Lambeth. Feb. 20. Trus- 
tees, J. Chadwick, Stone Merchant. Augustus-st., Regent’s-pk.; S. 
Trickett, Stone Merchant, Isle of Dogs. Sol. Dobie, 34 Bedford-row. 

LaprHorn, WILLIAM Henry, Sail Maker, 29 Broad-st., Portsmouth. 
Feb. 3. Trustee, T. C. Hayward, Sail Cloth Factor, Minories. Cre- 
ditors to execute before May 6. Sol. Thompson, 60 Cornhill. 

LicuTsuRN, JaAMeEs, & GrorGe Kenyon, Manufacturers, Prestwich, Lanca- 
shire. Feb. 26. Trustees, W. A. Wyrill, Salesman, Manchester; J. 
Kay, Commission Agent, Manchester. Sols. Rowley & Son, Clarence- 
bidgs., Booth-st., Manchester. 

SrrepD, Roperr Story, Cloth Cap Manufacturer, Manchester. Feb. 10. 
Trustee, J. R. Bridgford, Accountant, 33 Cross-st., Manchester. Indenture 
lies at office of said J. R. Bridgford. 

Srustey, Georce, & JaAMEs StuBLeY, Woollen Spinners, Batley, York- 
shire. Feb. 10. Trustees, W. Cardwell & J. Cardwell, Ironfounders, 
Dewsbury, Yorkshire ; B. Senior, Shoddy Merchant, Batley ; J. Greaves, 
Gear and Slay Maker, Dewsbury; J. Critchley, Card Maker, Dewsbury ; 
who have paid a composition to the creditors. Sol. Watts, Dewsbury. 

TRENFIELD, Dennis, Attorney-at-Law and Solicitor, Winchcomb, Glouces- 
tershire. Feb. 23. Trustees, C. Fawdry, Farmer, Greet, near Winch- 
comb; T. Appelbee, Gent., Tewkesbury. Sols. Winterbotham, Bell, & 
Co., Cheltenham. 

WarrsreaD, Henry, jun., Butcher, St. Albans, Herts. Feb. 20. Trustees, 
T. Willshin, Farmer, Kingsbury, St. Michael, Herts; T. Harris, Straw 
Hat Manufacturer, St. Albans. Creditors to execute before May 21. 
Sols. Thompson, Debenham, & Brown, Salters’-hall, London, and St. 
Albans, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Tuespay, Mar, 2, 1858. 


Jerrersox, Tuomas, Ironmonger, Toubridge, Kent (who died in Dec., 
1854). Jefferson v. Jefferson, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, 
Mar. 27. 

Moztry, Henry, Gent., Derby (who died in Dec., 1857), Re Mozley’s 
estate, Lee v. Moziey, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 24. 

Oviseav, Harrier, Widow, Walcot-pl., Lambeth (who died in Mar., 1855). 
Garland v. Stearns and Att.-Gen, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 13. 

RoBertson, JAMES, Yeoman, Brinkworth, Wilts (who died in April, 1856). 
Sealey v. Robertson, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 

ScaRMAN, ELEonor, Spinster, Pembroke-sq., Kensington (who died in Jan., 
1847). Re Scarman’s estate, Orme v. Bacot, V. C. Kindersley. Last 
Day for Proof, April 12. 

SincLeton, Lady Mary, Curzon-st., May Fair (who died in May, 1857). 
Ross v. Mallett, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 16. 

Worron, Joan, Miller, Palace Mills, Chudleigh, Devonshire (who died in 
Dec., 1855). Dymond, P. O. v. Wotton, M. R. Last Day for Proof, 
Mar, 20, 


Farpay, Mar. 5, 1858, 


Barnes, Tuomas, Esq., Uppingham, Rutland (who died in Dee,, 1850), 
Hotchkin », Cutler, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 23. 
CorrizLp, JAMES, Gent., formerly of Minety, Wilts, late of Gloucester-ter., 
Park-walk, Chelsea (who died on Dee, &, 1857). Re Corfield’s estate, 
Cortield v. Tweeny, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 30. 
Croucner, Josern, formerly of ‘Tredegar-sq., Mile-end, Middlesex, but late 
of Brighton (who died in Oct., 1847). Re Croucher’s estate, Croucher e, 
Croucher, M. Kk. Last Day for Proof, Mar, 30, 
Day, Anraur, Master Mariner, late of Swansea, Glamorganshire (who died 
in Mar, 1822), Day v. Tamplin, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar, 23. 
Ettames, Parrison, late of Allerton Hall, Lancashire (who died on Jan, 9, 
1849). Bradish v, Ellames, Ellames vr, Bradish, and Ellames e. Bradish, 
_V. C, Kindersley, Last Day for Proof, Mar. 27, 
FLoop, Curisroenen, & Pair Muies (both since deceased), carrying on 
business in partnership as Attorneys and Solicitors, Honiton, Devon, 
which partnership was dissolved by the death of Christopher Flood on 
Mar, 23, 1843. Hirtzel e. P. Mules, and Hirtzel e, H. V. Mules, V. C, 
Stuart, Last Day for Proof, Mar, 30. 
Groves, Samven, late of Great Bridge, Staffordshire (who died in April, 
1854). Sturges v Davis, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mur, 26, 
Houman, Joun, Farmer, late of New House Farm, Buxted, Sussex (who died 
in July 1857). Kenward v. Holman, V. C. Wood, Last Day for Proot, 
April 12, 
LAYEL, James Henny, Licensed Victualler, formerly of the Prince Albert 
Tavern, Notting-hill, but late of the Coal Exchange Tavern, St, Maryeat- 
Hill (who died in July, 1857), Re Layel’s Estate, Nash e, Layel, VC, 
Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 1. 
Powens, Josern, Yeoman, Spaldwick, Huntingdonshire (who died in Sept. 
1855), Beedham v, Powers, V.C. Kindersley, Last Day sor Proof, 
April 15. 

Prick, ANN, late of Llanidloes, Montgomery (who died in duly, i851), 
Meredith v, Jones, M, R, LastDay for Proof, Mav, 2. 

Scorr, Ronen, Pinsford Somersetshire (who died in Peb,, 1892). Tug 
well v, Scott, M.R. Laat Day for Proof, April 2. 

SURKKLL, WiLLtaM Tonner, Pebworth, Gloucestershire (who died in duly, 
1857), Shekel! v, Godfrey, V. C. Stuart, dat Day for Preer, Aprit 1a, 


@TMinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tcespay, Mar. 2, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


Home Cotntigs AND Genernat Lire Asstrance.—V. C. Kindersley, on 
Feb. 22, appointed Robert Palmer Harding. Accountant, 5 Serle-st., Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Official Manager of this Company. 

Kent ZootocicaL AND BoranicaL GARDENS ComPpANyY, commonly called 
Tue RosHERVILLE (7ARDENS ComPANy.—V. C. Wood will, at his Cham- 
bers, on Mar. 10, at 2, appoint an Official Manager of this Company. 
UNIVERSAL ProvipeNT Lire AssoctaTion.—The creditors of this Com- 
pany are to meet the Master of the Rolls on Monday, Mar. 8, at 12, at 
his Chambers, for the purpose of appointing one or more person or per- 
sons to represent all the creditors. 


LimrreD, IN BANKRUPTCY. 


FurNIsuHinc [RONMONGERY AND Harpware Company (Limited).—Mr. 
Com. Holroyd has appointed Mar. 25, at 1, Basinghall-st., for proof of 
debts. 
LonpoN UNADULTERATED Foop Company (Limited).—Mr. Com. Evans has 
appointed a final sitting to be held at Basinghall-st., on Mar. 9, at 12, for 
proof of claims. 
West Ham Disrittery Company (Limited).—Mr. Com. Fane has aj- 
pointed a sitting at Basinghall-st., on Mar. 25, at 11, to settle the list of 
contributories. 

Fripay, Mar. 5, 1858. 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Cutcnote Copper Mininc Company.—aA petition for winding-up this Com- 

pany was, on Mar. 3, presented to the Lord Chancellor, by James Whi- 

taker, Edward Dawson, and James John Curtis, Shareholders and Con- 

tributories, which will be heard before V. C. Wood, on Mar. 13. Sols. 

Jor Pets. Venning, Naylor, & Robins, 9 Tekenhouse-yard, Lothbury. 

Lonpon, BIRMINGHAM, AND BUCKINGHAMSBIRE RatLway CompanYy.—Master 
Richards peremptorily orders that two calls be made on ail the Contribu- 
tories, one of £150, to meet the debts due to Mr. W. Lowndes and Capt. 
E. F. Dayrell; and the other of £293 3s., to meet debts due from the 
Company and the costs of winding-up, and be paid on Mar. 8, to the 
Ofticial Manager, at his office, Walbrook-house, Walbrook. 

WELsu Porost LEAD AND CopreR Mintne Company.—V. C. Kindersley will, 
at his Chambers, on Mar. 8, at 3, appoint an Official Manager. 

WryYsGan SLATE AND SLAB QUARRYING Company.—Y. C. Kindersley did, 
on Feb. 1, appoint William Henry M‘Creight, Accountant, 3 South-sq., 
Gray’s-inn, Official Manager of this Company. Creditors are to come m 
and prove their debts before the said Judge, at his Chambers. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tuespay, Mar. 2, 1858. 


ALLAN, WituiaM, Farmer, Nether Downies, Inverkeithney, Banff. Mar 
11, at 12; Fife Arms-hotel, Banff Seg. Feb. 24. 

Forp, Rosert, Manager of the Perth New Gas Light Company, Perth. 
Mar. 11, at 1; County-bldgs., Perth. Seg. Feb. 26. 

FRECKLETON, WILtiaM, Hat & Cap Manufacturer, Glasgow. Mar. 9, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Sez. Feb. 25. 

NEILSON, WILLIAM, Builder, Bothwell-st., Glasgow, residing at Mosefiekt, 
near Glasgow. Mar. 9, at 2; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 
Seq. Feb. 27. 

Stoss, James (J. & G. Sloss), Ironmonger, Ayr Iron Forge and Lime Kilns, 
Newton-upon-Ayr, Ayr. Mar. 10, at 12; Star-hotel, Ayr. Seg. Feb. 26. 

Watson, WiLttaM, Ship Builder, Port Glasgow. Mar. 10, at 12 ; Barland’s- 
hotel, 24 Cathcart-st., Greenock. Seq. Feb. 27. 












Fripay, Mar. 5, 1858, 

Arrp, Taomas, Wood Merchant, Dowies Mill, near Cramond Bridge. Mar. 
10, at 3; Dowells’ & Lyon's Rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Sey. 
Mar. 1. 

Freyp, AprawamM, Jeweller, Parliamentary-rd., Glasgew. Mar. 12, atl2; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 3. 





Jamigson, Joun, Timber Merehant, Glasgow. Mar. Il, at 11; Faeulty- 
hall, St. George’s-pl. , Glasgow. Seg Mar. 1. 

MGs, Henny, Boot and Shoe Maker, Canning-st., Calten, Glasgow. Mar. 
15 


1; Lennex’s Temperance-hotel, 72 Wilson-st., Glasgow. Seg. 





. Dingwall, now deceased. Mar, 10, at 12; Na- 
tional-hotel, Dingwall. Seg. Feb. 26. 

Verren, ALEXANDER Davipson, Writer, Forfar, Mar. 10, at 2; County 
and Commereial-hotel, Forfar. Seg, Feb. 27. 








yr FORIA and LEGAL and COMMERCIAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 18, King Willian-street, City. 
DIRECTORS, 
Rensawin Hawes, Esy., Chairman. 
Tuomas Nasarrr, Bsq., Deputy-Cha 
Charles Baldwin, Esq. Nilney Gy 
George Denny, Esq. W. K. Jameson, Esq. 
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HAMPSHIRE.—4 | Miles fr from Andover. 
Fine Residential Estates, with Mansion, Gentlemanly Cottage Residence, 
Agricultural Buildings, Lawn, Gardens, shrubberies, beautifully ‘Tim. 
bered Park, and about 523 acres of Land. 


R. FREDERICK ELLEN is instructed by the 

i Trustees to SELL BY AUCTION, at the STAR HOTET, in 

ANDOVER, on WEDNESDAY, 24th MARCI, 1858, at TWO O'CLOCK in 
the afternoon, the following 

LEASEHOLD AND FREEHOLD ESTATES:- 

viz., Lot Oxe—.\ spacious Mansien, known as * Ramridge House, ” com- 

prising a handsome suite of reception rooms, numerous bedchambers, com- 

» domestic oftices, and every requisite convenience for the residence of 

nily of distinction, coach-houses, stabling, large walled-in kitchen 

len, with tastefully arranged lawn and shrubberies. The Mansion ig 

ached thr rough a Lodge entrance, by a carriage drive from the Weyhill 

d Clanville-road, and stands in the midst of a "Park beantifully studded 

ent ornamental Timber. There is also a Gentlemanly Resi- 
dence, known as “ Ramridg Cottage,” containing dining and drawing 
rooms, library, numerous bedchambers, and convenient offices, surrounded 
by lawn, shrubberies, and wailed-in garden, with Bailiff’s Cottage, compact 
Agricultural and other buildings adjoining, together with about 370 acres 
of Arable, Pasture, and Woodland (the whole being Leasehold, and held of 
the Corporation of Ewelm Almshouse). 

Lor Two.—A valuable Estate, adjoining the above, called “ Blake's 
Farm,” consisting of a Farm House (used also as an Inn), with the requisite 
agricultural buildings, yards, cottage and gardens, the whole containing 
about 110 acres of productive arable, pasture, and woodland (also Lease. 
hold, and held of the Corporation of Ewelm Almshonse). 

Lor Turre.—A piece of valuable Freehoid Arable Land, adjoining Lot 
One, containing i ards of 40 acres, in a inmost eligible position, near the 
village of Weyhil! 

The ahove ates are situate in a most healthy and favourite locality, 

} sant villages of Weyhill and Appleshaw, within four miles 
iiproving mé arket tow n ot Ande ver, fifteen from Salisbury, seven- 
rom Winchester, and within three heurs’ journey from London by 

the midst of an ennations sporting neighbo urhood, hunted by 
ks of Mr. Assheton smith and the Earl of Portsmouth, 
nof the Land may be had (if required) at Michaelmas 
e¢ Mansion on the Ist of January, 1859, 
Particulars with Pans may be had of Messrs. Karle & Smith, 
, Andover; Messrs. Sharp, Harrison, & Sharp, Solicitors, South- 
um en: Messrs. Garrard & James, Solicitors, 13, Suffolk-street, Pall Mall 

East, London; or ot Mr. F. Ellen, Auctioneer and Estate Agent, Andover, 

who will, upon application, forward the same postage free. 
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COSTS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Prosecutors and witnesses in criminal cases are already 
in the enjoyment of the allowances ordained by the late 
Home Secretary for their expenses, trouble, and loss of 
time. Counsel and attorneys may expect to be the next 
victims, unless, indeed, some sensible application to this 
matter of the principles of genuine economy should turn 
out to be one of those abundant and various improve- 
ments in law and practice which we are bidden to look 
for at the hands of the new Government. Certainly, 
there is now an excellent opportunity for the legal ad- 
visers of Lord Derby to produce one of those “ humble 
and useful” measures which, on a former advent to 
power, were promised as the characteristic of his admi- 
nistration. ‘The scale of allowances promulgated by Sir 
George Grey can only be defended as an extensive appli- 
cation of the priciile that gratuitous service is due to 
the State from such of its citizens as caprice or chance 
may select to bear on their individual shoulders the bur- 
then of the whole community. ‘This principle is un- 
doubtedly a very ancient one; and if antiquity be an 
excuse for barbarism, the Home Office will have no dif- 
ficulty in producing an abundance of decisive precedents. 
There were, for example, the progresses of our Sovereigns 
in the middle ages, when requisitions upon the districts 
visited made the presence of the English Court as odious 
as that of a hostile army. Supplies and carriage were 
exacted at insufficient prices, payable on a distant day in 
some sort of orders upon a treasury very rarely solvent. 
In modern times, the Court is supplied by taxation with 
a fitting maintenance, and thus the weight which used to 
bearbitrarily imposed upon particular districts is equitably 
shared by the entire nation. This is probably consi- 
dered by every body, except the advisers of Sir George 
Grey, to be one of the most valuable results of the 
slowly-matured civilisation of modern times. But tax- 
ation isa troublesome affair. It was far easier fora 
Plantagenet indifferently skilled in figures to seize and 
squeeze a few rich Jews, than to obtain from Parlia- 
ment, and afterwards collect, a subsidy. ‘The same 
simple method has been from the earliest ages pursued 
by Eastern rulers, under whom the visible appearance of 
Wealth is usually the signal for spoliation. Now, the 
law of England, as everybody knows, is redolent of 
‘mmemorial antiquity; and it is natural, therefore, 
that it should cherish many practices abhorrent 
to the social economy which ‘is the growth of a 
younger time. Lord Campbell lately, in’ strict contor- 
mity with the law, awarded to a special jury the sum of 
one guinea each per day in payment for their services in 
4 most tedious and complicated investigation. ‘The same 
distinguished Judge occasionally lectures sheriffs on a 
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want of splendour and profusion in the arrangements for 


his reception at the assizes. Country gentlemen liable 
to serve this office not unreasonably complain that they 
should be impoverished for the sake of impressing upon 
rustics a proper sense of the dignity of the law. But it 
may be some comfort to them to know that they will no 
longer be singled out, like Jews in barbarous Europe, or 
Christians in unreformed Turkey, to be a vicarious sacri- 
fice for the community. ‘To suffer for their country’s 
good will now be equally the lot of sheriffs, juries, coun- 
sel, attorneys, prosecutors, and witnesses. Of all the 
multitude that gathers to an assize town, nobody will 
have a chance of justice except the prisoners. If a man 
is maimed or loses all his substance by unavoidable acci- 
dent, we pity him; and in Eastern countries it is usual 
to remark that “God is great.” And if a lawyer or 
physician should have to prove at the assizes that he saw 
a pocket picked, we can only console him for his grievous 
loss of time and money by observing that fate is uncon- 
trollable, and that he will do well to bear with resigna- 
tion the burthen which it has cast upon him. True it is 
that we have devised insurance against loss of life, limb, 
and property, and in various other ways have contrived 
to distribute among associations the effects of casualties 
upon individuals. Social science has done much to con- 
quer fate; but the law, or, at least, its administrators, 
like devout Orientals, regard the attempt as impious. 

The brains of certain officials are wonderfully prolific 
in suggesting small economies, which will in the end 
cost the nation dear. One of the newest inventions for 
reducing the expense of prosecutions is a rule by which, 
in case a prisoner pleads guilty, and it is suggested that 
somebody expected he would do so, the attorney’s 
charges for preparing brief and instructing counsel will 
be disallowed. The effect of this must be, as has already 
happened on the northern circuit, that these steps will 
not be taken until the prisoner has pleaded. How the 
facts of the case are to be instantaneously communicated 
from the pages of the depositions to the mind of counsel, 
the authors of this strange scheme have not explained. 
We have heard that an attorney once, having been re- 
tained to defend a prisoner, entirely forgot his under- 
taking until his client was brought forward in the dock. 
Hereupon he seized a sheet of paper, and writing hur- 
riedly, “The prisoner is guilty, but wishes the Court 
and jury to believe him innocent, you will, therefore, do 
the best you can for him,” handed it properly endorsed 
as a brief to counsel, who, by skill or good luck, ob- 
tained an acquittal of the prisoner. The brief was 
shown to the judge and to the bar, and the professional 
sentiment of the whole body was naturally gratitied by 
the triumph of ingenuity over justice. But, although 
skilful advocates have often picked up in the pro- 
gress of the adverse case sufficient material for 
an effective, and, perhaps, successful answer, we 
never heard before that it was possible to open a 
prosecutor's case without having previously looked 
inside it. In the Court of Chancery, indeed, the spee- 
tacle may occasionally have been witnessed of a Queen's 
counsel discoursing of the qualities common to many 
suits while turning the pages of his brief in search of 
the tacts peculiar to the suit before the Court. Deposi- 
tions at assizes might, of course, be handled in the same 
way. ‘True it is, that trials would be protracted, many 
hours of the time of highly-paid judges wasted, and 
heavy expenses entailed upon individuals and upon the 
public. But the beggarly compensations to prosecutors 
and witnesses would be increased only in a degree in- 
appreciably small by the delay occasioned in a single 
case. It is the aggregate of such delays occurring 
throughout every day of the assizes that would produce 
an evil of very serious magnitude, but which need not 
affect the direct pecuniary calculations of the advisers of 
the Home Office, and which, therefore, we may safely 
assume, has not fallen within their limited range of 
view. 

The interest of this subject is increasing fhom day to 
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day, and as victim after victim returns from the assizes, 
despoiled by justice, to his home, one universal outcry 
un from every part of England against the petty 
and miserable parsimony which a guided the calcula- 
tions of Sir George Grey. We do not believe that his 
successor in office can resist the pressure of common 
sense. The matter is too plain for argument ; and, unless 
Government are prepared to take a further measure of 
confiscation, and impose on the innkeepers in assize 
towns a liability to receive witnesses under a sort of 
billeting system, at a fixed un-remunerative rate, some 
attention really will become inevitable on the part of 
the Examiners of criminal costs to the facts of actual 
experience. We recommend that these gentlemen be 
sent at the public cost on a tour of the assize towns, 
with instructions to confine their personal expenditure 
within the limits authorised by the regulations to 
‘*members of the profession of the law not attending to 
give professional evidence.” They will, of course, con- 
scientiously perform all their journeys in second-class 
railway carriages, and, where trains do not run, by 
whatever vehicles and cattle may be obtainable at 3d. 
per mile. When they enter an inn, they will take care to 
agree beferehand that the total charge for twenty-four 
hours’ board and lodging shall not exceed 6s. ; and as the 
approach of spring may mitigate the asperity of the 
east wind, they will start without a day’s delay, so as to 
secure their own perfect appreciation of the liberal and 
considerate treatment they have advised to their equals 
in social rank. Lastly, we desire that the experiences of 
the Examiners may be recorded in a blue-book ; and 
that it may be particularly shown how much will remain 
to a tourist in England, after paying his hotel bills for 
the day out of 6s.—that balance being the exact re- 
muneration allotted to the bulk of the professional and 
trading classes for their “trouble and loss of time” as 
witnesses. 

As regards the costs of the proseciiting attorney and 
the fees of counsel, no decisive step has yet been taken 
by the Home Office ; and we trust that the general con- 
demnation of the scale for prosecutors and witnesses may 
awaken in the authorities some glimmering perception 
of the principles of rational economy. But a heavy 
blow to professional respectability, and, we may add, to 
the interests of justice, has been for some time meditated, 
as may be seen by the scales of costs prepared and cir- 
culated by the Examiners, and it can only be averted by 
the prompt and energetic protest of the whole profes- 
sion. We publish in another column the official scales, 
and also scales agreed to by the Incorporated Law 
Society and the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Asso- 
ciation, and submitted by these bodies to the Govern- 
ment, as calculated fairly to remunerate the respectable 
practitioner in the criminal courts. It will be remarked 
that the regulations as to prosecutors and witnesses, 
issued by Sir George Grey, and published by us on the 
20th ult., are even less liberal, or, it may be fairly said, 
less honest, than the scales prepared by the Examiners. 
The progress of the official mind, therefore, is evidently 
not in the direction of justice to the lawyers. We fear, 
indeed, that the utmost efforts of the Law Societies, and 
of the profession everywhere, will scarcely arrest a 
course of policy certain to encourage crime, and to per- 
petuate ~ :the bar and among the attorneys a class of 
men who are the disgrace of the entire legal body. 

sammpunst ~~ — 
LITIGATION FOR ITS OWN SAKE. 

Acase which occupied the full Court of Appeal nearly 
the whole of last Wednesday must have given the new 
Lord Chancellor a very exalted notion of the business 
of the court over which he has been called to preside. 
A cynic or 2 caviller might, no doubt, suggest that the 
subject matter of the litigation, and the questions of 
law involved therein, were searcely worthy of so high a 
tribunal, or of so brilliant an advocate as Sir Richard 
Bethell, who was specially retained for the appellant— 





and that they hardly justified the expenditure of so 
large an amount of energy and money as were required 
in the preparation of the voluminous mass of pleadi 
and evidence which graced the cause at the hearing. 
Such objections are to be expected from that numerous 
class of little minds which entertain no love either of 
legal or any other science for its own sake. Between 
all such and the parties in Viney v. Chaplin there can be 
slender sympathy. Therefore, to all those generous and 
exalted intellects which offer at the shrine of Themis 
a pure worship, unalloyed by any base notions 
of utility, must the plaintiff and defendants in this 
modern cause célébre of the Court of Chancery turn 
for consolation and maeet to sustain their spirits 
in the struggle, the ultimate fate of which still 
trembles in the balance. To such only we address our- 
selves. Perhaps amoagst them some one may be found 
competent to transmit to posterity, in language and with 
a copiousness worthy of the theme, the thrilling inci- 
dents and striking episodes of this great legal epic. We 
must content ourselves with a narrative as spiritless and 
meagre as is to be found prefacing the books of the Iliad 
or Paradise Lost. 

The facts, then, are simply these. The defendant, 
Mr. Chaplin, being the mortgagee in fee, with a power 
of sale, of four houses at Gravesend, as executor of the 
will of the late Alderman Harmer, contracted to sell 
them to Mr. Viney, the plaintiff, for £900. The ab- 
stract of title was delivered and approved in due form. 
The conveyance was also duly prepares and approved. 
Mr. Viney had the money in his pocket ready to be 
paid, and Mr. Chaplin had his pocket for the money 
ready to be received. Up to this point everything went 
as smoothly as was possible in the case of the most 
accommodating vendor and the most willing purchaser. 
But now comes the dire occasion of bitter and protracted 
strife. Viney demands that he or his agent shall see 
Chaplin with his own hand bodily execute the deed and 
count the money. Chaplin and his solicitor, Mr. Steele, 
also a defendant in the suit, stand upon all the rights of 
English vendors, from the Statute of Westminster 
downwards, and refuse the requisition. The purchaser 
will not pay the purchase-money except to the vendor 
personally. The vendor will not condescend to take 
it except by the hands of his solicitor. The belligerent 
spirit waxes strong on both sides, and neither will 
budge an inch before his foe. The grim deities, who 
preside in Westminster and rule the destinies of such 
mortals, are invoked ; and the war opens by an action at 
law by the vendor, which is met by a suit in chancery 
by the purchaser, for an injunction to restrain 
his adversary. Fortune favours the man who puts 
his faith in equity; and with the aid of the electric 
telegraph, an evening edition of the Gravesend Intel- 
ligencer duly announces to the anxious relatives and 
friends of the belligerents the fate of the first cam _.* 
But one hope at least still remains to the van a a he 
principle involved in the struggle is too sacred not to ven- 
ture another and grander battle in a nobler field. He mar- 
shals his forces anew, and confides them to the guidance 
of a great general, regardless of the cost. The result, 
mh has been duly chronicled in the daily papers, 
was what might have been expected. Mr. Viney was 
told to pay the £900, and Mr. Steele was told to receive 
it for his client, Mr. Chaplin, and the only real question 
in the case was reserved, viz., who is to pay the heavy 
costs occasioned by all these foolish proceedings? As 
this knotty point remains sub judice, we abstain from 
venturing a word about it. 

For the credit of the profession we ought to say that, 
out of the many thousand transactions of sale and pur- 
chase which annually take place in this country, no such 
case has ever yet been brought into litigation. It would 
have been desirable, however, now that the question has 
been mooted in our courts, that it should have been set 
at rest; especially as Lord St. Leonards, in his recent 
publication, has intimated his opinion that a purchaser 
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is entitled to pay the purchase-money to the vendor 
personally, or to an agent possessing not wy the con- 
veyance, duly executed, and the receipt signed, but also 
a written authority to receive the amount. The reasons 
suggested by Lord St. Leonards why purchasers should 
exercise such extreme caution in their dealings with 
vendors are, in the first place, that the mere possession 
of the deed of conveyance by the vendor's solicitor, or 
agent, is no authority to receive the money; and, 
secondly, that the deed may be a forgery by the person 
professing to be the agent. It cannot, however, be 
seriously maintained that these are sufficient grounds for 
establishing the general rule that a purchaser, or mort- 
gagor, is in every instance to be entitled to require the 
personal attendance of every person interested in the 
purchase or mortgage money, for the purpose of receiv- 
ing it. Besides the obvious inconveniences which must 
necessarily result in many cases from the recognition of 
any such general rule, it is by no means clear that it 
would prevent the mischief against which it is suggested 
asa remedy. There would certainly be no more diffi- 
culty in forging a written authority to receive money 
than in forging a receipt for it, to say nothing of the 
forgery of the deed itself’; while, in many cases, it would 
be next to physically impossible to bring together all the 
parties to a conveyance ; and, even if it were otherwise, 
not unfrequently their persons are altogether unknown 
to those with ine they are dealing, so that, so long as 
personification is possible, there would not be much 
greater check upon fraud than there exists at present. 
There cannot now be said to be any rule laid down 
by the Court upon the subject; but there is no doubt 
whatever that the practice of solicitors is, in nine cases 
out of ten, to pay purchase or mortgage money to the 
solicitor or other agent of the vendor or mortgagor who 
has acted in the matter, and who, upon its being con- 
cluded between the parties, attends with a deed duly 
executed, and a receipt, signed by the party to receive 
the money, duly endorsed. Nor is it easy to see how 
the practice would be improved, or the security of the 
purchaser be increased, by the addition of a written autho- 
rity, signed by the same person who purports to have 
already signed the receipt. We desire, however, in no 
way to pronounce upon the merits of the respective 
parties in Viney v. Chaplin; for while it iscertain that 
the convenience of mankind requires that some such 
ractice as now exists should usually be adopted, yet it 
is equally certain that the rule is one merely of conve- 
nience, and must give way to higher considerations where 
they exist. Where a purchaser has the slightest ground 
for doubting whether the agent is authorised to receive 
the purchase-money, nothing is more natural or proper 
than that he should satisfy himself by personal commu- 
nication with the vendor; nor is there anything very 
unreasonable in a purchaser’s request that the deed 
should be executed in the presence of himself, or of some 
person attending on his behalf. Where a vendor in such 
a case could—without uny inconvenience to himself— 
fully satisfy a purchaser on both points, but refuses to do 
so on either, on the ground that his compliance would bea 
violation of a practice sacred throughout the profession, 
the question arises, is the rule as inflexible as Mr. 
Chaplin insists? and if so, ought it to remain 
so? Wedo not believe that it isso. It is easy to ima- 
gine many even “willing purchasers” as cautious as Mr. 
iney; but such an unaccommodating vendor as Mr. 
Chaplin, or one so willing to sacrifice, on any pretence, 
the convenience of himself and of everybody else, 
rarely turns up in actual life. After all the discussion 
which the case has received before the Vice-Chancellor 
and in the Court of Appeal, it is to be regretted that, 
Instead of settling the practice definitively, as Mr. Chap- 
lin, no doubt, hoped to do, the case of Viney v. Chaplin 
has only unsettled it, or, at all events, thrown some 
doubt upon what was before clear enough to have 
afforded a sufficient rule to many generations of practi- 
tioners. We do not expect, however, on the one hand, that 





the Duke of Devonshire or the Duke of Bedford will have 
to come from Rome or Jerusalem whenever he chances 
to be at either place, and a “ willing purchaser” from him 
happens to desire to behold how ducal digits can clutch 
a money-bag; nor, on the other, do we anticipate many 
repetitions of the folly which led Mr. Chaplin to refuse 
to receive money with his own hands, simply because he 
thought he had a right to receive it through his agent’s ; 
and to prefer a protracted and most expensive litigation, 
rather than do what could not possibly have hurt him or 
anybody else, while, if it had no better effect, it would, at 
all events, have satisfied his opponent. 


———————@—__—_——— 
Legal News. 
NORTHERN CIRCUIT—Dvruam. 
(Before Mr. Justice BYLES.) 
Wilkinson and Another vy. Moon—Mar. 1. 

This action was brought to recover the sum of 108/. 6s. 8d. 
alleged to have been received by the defendant, a solicitor in 
Sunderland, on behalf of the plaintiffs. 

Mr. Overend, Q.C., and Mr. Davison, were counsel for the 
plaintiffs; Mr. Edward James, Q.C., and Mr. Price, for the 
defendant. 

From Mr. Overend’s opening, it appeared that one of the 
plaintiffs, Thomas Wilkinson, was formerly a farmer in this 
county, but since the commencement of this action had emi- 
grated to Australia. The other plaintiff was the husband of 
the only sister of Thomas Wilkinson. Im the year 1848 
or 1849 one William Wilkinson, a shipbuilder, died intestate 
at Singapore, leaving the plaintiffs his next of kin. His 
death was not known to his relatives till some time after- 
wards, when it was ascertained that he had left some pro- 
perty. Administration to deceased's effects was taken out 
at Singapore by Mr. Caldwell, the registrar, according to the 
custom of the country when a person dies there intestate with- 
out relations. In the early part of 1850 the plaintiffs employed 
the defendant to obtain the money for them from the admini- 
strator. All necessary steps were taken, and on Jan. 18, 1851, 
defendant received from Mr. Caldwell a letter inclosing a 
draft for £460 upon the Australian Bank of London, which 
was duly paid, and the defendant duly handed the proceeds over 
to the plaintiffs, having deducted his bill of costs. Defendant 
was repeatedly urged to get the remainder of the estate as soon 
as possible; but in answer to the plaintiffs’ applications he in- 
variably said that he had written several letters to Mr. Cald- 
well, but had not received any answer. This state of things 
continued till 1856, when plaintiffs became dissatisfied; certain 
inquiries were instituted, and at last it was ascertained that on 
the 5th of October, 1852, a draft for 108/. 6s. 8d. on the 
Oriental Bank, drawn by Mr. Caldwell, and indorsed to the 
defendant, had been cashed. Defendant denied all knowledge 
of this draft, and said it had never come to his hands, Ap- 
plication was then made to the Union Bank, Sunderland, and 
from information received there the plaintiffs determined on the 
present action, convinced that the defendant had received the 
draft for 108/. 6s. 8d. from Mr. Caldwell, and that he had 
presented it to the bank, and had received the money, 

The defendant was examined, and denied all knowledge 
whatever of the draft and receipt, and swore that his name, 
both on the draft and receipt, was forged. 

The jury retired, taking with them such documents as were 
in evidence to prove or disprove the indorsements on the draft 
and receipt being in the handwriting of the defendant, and after 
an absence of nearly an hour returned a verdict for the plaintiff 
—Damages, 1087. 6s. 8d. 

WESTERN CIRCUIT, DORCHESTER, 
(Before Mr. Justice CROWDER and a Special Jury.) 
Tucker v. Bullen —Mar. 10. 

The plaintiff in this case is a solicitor, residing at Char- 
mouth, and the defendant is a gentleman of large landed pro- 
perty, and a magistrate for the county. The action was brought 
to recover damages for slanderous words. It would seem that 
there had been some dispute about game, and the defendant had 
granted an information against some person, When the case 
came on to be heard, Mr. Tucker applied for his fee before he 
was sworn, whereupon the defendant threw down twe guineas, 
and said he would give them “to hear the vagabond speak 
false.” The plaintiff further averred that upon that occasion 
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the defendant had called him repeatedly a “d——d_black- 
guard,” and a “d——d scoundrel who had perjured himself.” 
To prove the case, a Mr. Day, an attorney, and four other per- 
sons who were present, swore that the words were uttered, and 
Mr. Day produced a pencil memorandum of the words which 
he took down at the time. 

The defendant was called, and swore positively that he never 
imputed the perjury, or made use of the oaths alleged. 

Mr. Baruch Fox, the clerk to the magistrates, who was present, 
Mr. Gundry, and Mr. Cox, the magistrates presiding, and Mr. 
Langworthy, a solicitor who conducted the case, swore that 
they did not hear the defendant impute perjury, or make use 
of oaths. 

The case lasted two days. The jury returned a verdict for 
the defendant. ee 

ROCHDALE COUNTY COURT. 

(Before J. S. T. GREENE, Esq., Judge.)—Feb. 18. 
Attorneys of the Common Pleas at Lancaster have no right, as 
such, to practise in the County Courts. 

An insolvent petition was supported by Mr. T. W. White- 
head, of Rochdale, and opposed by a Mr. Holland, a young 
attorney recently admitted in the Common Pleas at Lancaster 
only. 

Mr. Holland having taken a technical objection to the form 
of the petition, Mr. Whitehead objected to Mr. Holland’s right 
to appear in that court at all, referring to the County Courts 
Extension Act, 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, s. 10, which provides that 
attorneys of one of her Majesty's superior courts of record may 
appear in the county court. His Honour held the objection 
fatal. 

At the next sitting of the Court, on the 4th ipstant, Mr. 
Holland again brought the matter forward, contending that the 
Common Pleas at Lancaster is one of the superior courts of the 
kingdom (citing Wareing’s Practice of the Common Pleas at 
Lancaster, and 1 Saunders’ Kep. 74, there referred to), and that 
he, as an attorney of that court, comes within s. 20 of 15 & 16 
Vict. c. 54. 

His Honour still held the same opinion as on the previous 
court day, and said—It must be noticed that the Act says, 
* An attorney of one of her Majesty's superior courts of record. 
The Common Pleas at Lancaster was held by her Majesty as 
Duchess of Lancaster, and not in right of the Crown. 





THE NEW MINISTRY. 
JUDGE ADVOCATE. .....00000ce0ee000e.Mr. J. R. MowBRAy. 


The Morning Herald states that Mr. George, Q.C., is to be 
Solicitor-General for Ireland, and not Mr. Hayes, as that jour- 
nal had previously announced. The Globe says, Mr. Edward 
C. Egerton declined the office of Judge Advocate. 


LIST OF SHERIFFS, &c. 

In the list of Sheriffs, &., given in our Number of last week, 
for the Under-Sheriff of Kavxonsuine, substitute Marmaduke 
G. Howell, Esq., of Buith: and for the Loudon Deputy, substi- 
tate Messrs. Meredith, Lucas, ¢ Thornton, 8, New-asquare, Lin- 
coln's-inn, Richard Wood, Esq., of Rhayader, is the acting 
Under- Sheriff. Soe ; 

THE COSTS OF PROSECUTORS AND WITNESSES. 

The following letters have been addressed to the editor 
of the Times :— 

Siz,—I entirely concur in the observations of the clerk of the 
peace for Denbighshire on the new seale of allowance for 
prosecutors and witnesses recently issued from the Home Office. 
The complaints it is giving rise to are loud and general, and J 
am bound to say that J think they are far from being unreason- 
able. 

Two or three instances of the w ay in which the new scale 
A sowance wil] operate are much more to the purpose than a 
Inere general etatement. I select a case as a specimen :- 

A poor curate, with a stipend of £70 4-year, or a half-pay 
Siva with a similar income, may be dragged 50 miles from his 
home. deta 
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is an additional allowance of half-a-crown for each night, 
but then it must be borne in mind that at a respectable inn 
during the assizes 5s. is far from an unusual charge for a bed, 
IT am afraid that when such a witness as I have supposed has a 
wife and family, that family will often have to undergo privation 
and hardship for weeks to expiate the offence of their husband and 
father in having assisted in the administration of criminal 
justice. 

There is one particular proviso in the Home Secretary's 
order which I cannot help pointing out, as it seems to me rather 
a curiosity in its way. In any county where the old scale 
of allowance is higher than the one now propounded it is to be 
brought down to the new level. But if in any case the old 
scale happens to be lower than the new it is still to remain 
in force. Surely this is very like ‘ Heads I win, tails you lose, 
If the new scale of allowance is not a just and reasonable one, 
why issue it? If it is, why take advantage of there happening 
to be a lower one in some niggardly county to perpetuate a scale 
which is virtually admitted to be too low. 

I am sorry to have occasion to make these remarks; but, 
judging from what I have already heard on the subject, | 
am afraid of a serious failure of justice as the result of this 
miserably inadequate scale of remuneration. It requires much 
more than an average amount of public spirit to prosecute an 
offender when a man cannot do so without being fined to 
an extent far exceeding the amount which he has already lost, 
T confess that I have also another reason for bringing the subject 
forward, which is personal to myself. By virtue of my office 
the task devolves upon me of taxing the costs of prosecutions on 
the Western Circuit, and I know few things more unpleasant 
than feeling every hour of the day that you are being made the 
instrument, however innocently on your part, of doing grievous 
injustice.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

SIDNEY GURNEY, 
Clerk of Assize for the Western Circuit 
Winchester, March 5. 





Sir,—The public are deeply indebted to Mr. Peers, clerk of 
the peace for the county of Denbigh, for his manly and sensible 
letter addressed to the Secretary of State on this subject, and 
inserted in The Times of Friday last. X 

He speaks from 25 years’ experience—I can bring the 
experience of nearly double that number of years to bear on the 
subject. To attempt here fully to analyse the (to use a very 
mild expression) absurd regulations of Sir George Grey would 
be tedious, and almost hopeless. I beg, through your columns, 
to call attention to other parts of the regulations not referred 
to by Mr. Peers. 

The allowances (when they are made) to constables, as well 
as to other witnesses, except ‘ officers of a gaol, are ridiculous 
and absurd, and their effect must be to diminish the detection 
and punishment of offenders. I remember many years since a 
similar attempt was made by magistrates to reduce the allow- 
ances to constables and others residing in the town where the 
quarter sessions were held, the consequence of which was, 
an openly-expressed determination on the part of many persons 
not to come forward and offer evidence because of the serious 
pecuniary loss as well as the great inconvenience they were put 
to in being kept from home for a trifling remuneration, and 
it ended in the magistrates going back to the full allowances. 

One word for the ‘ constable paid by salary.” It must 
be notorious to everybody, except Sir George Grey, that these 
men are paid,—first, by salary by no means large; and secondly, 
by small allowances when they apprehend and give evidence 
against offenders, so that the most active are the best paid. If 
the Secretary of State intends to discontinue or decrease the 
latter, the magistrates must increase the former. And mark the 
consequences! ‘The less active will be as well paid as the most 
active; and the ‘Treasury will save the allowances on prosecu- 
tions, and counties will be saddled with three-fourths of the 
increased salaries, 

In contradistinction to this want of liberality,—I may say, 
want of justice,—towards the paid constables, read the Secretary 
of State's authority for the payment 

‘Yo the officer of a gaol whose duties require his attend- 
ance in the court where the prosecution takes place, for 
giving evidence on a former conviction, a sum not to exceed 
3a, 6d,’ 

So the better paid ‘officer of a gaol, for no trouble what- 
ever, may yet 34, 6d, a-day, while the less paid constable 
(residing in the sessions town, or within two miles of it) gets 
not exceeding 1s, a-day for his personal expenses, activity, zeal, 
and attendance; and for his ‘attending the bench of magis- 





trates he cannot get even that poor shilling without a certificate 
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by the magistrate showing ‘special reasons’ for making the 
allowance. 

Look to the allowance to constables for travelling to the 
assizes or sessions:— ‘Where they are not able to travel by 
railway, for every mile beyond four miles each way they shall 
travel to and return from the court where the prosecution 
takes place, a sum not to exceed 2d.’ 

Here is an example of Sir George Grey’s liberality. A police 
constable travels (not by railway) across the country, say ten miles, 
to the court—that is, twenty miles ‘out and home;’ deducting 
‘four miles each way’ leaves twelve miles to be paid for; total 


allowance for travelling twenty miles, 2s., not one-fourth of 
> ~ 


the expense he may be put to if he rides; and if he walks, 
his services for the extra time he is engaged in walking are 
lost to the public; not taking into consideration his probable 
unfitness for night or other duty after his day’s-walk of twenty 
miles. 

Another absurdity is, that witnesses (not being constables) who 
are detained from home at the place of examination, are to 


have an allowance of 2s. 6d. for the night ; but at ‘a session of 


the peace’ they are to have only 2s. 

It makes one sad to read this zeal of the Home Office for 
false economy; this ‘saving at the spigot and letting out at the 
bunghole.’—I am, Sir, your humble servant, 

March 6 ALIQUIS. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR. 

The Lord Chancellor has returned the following reply to a 
member of the profession at Chelmsford, by whom he had been 
congratulated upon his recent elevation :—* Eaton-square, 
March 5, 1858.—My dear Sir,—Nothing can be more gratifying 
to me than to receive the congratulations of one who, like 
yourself, has watched and witnessed nearly the whole of my 
professional career, and who now sees the labours of a long lite 
crowned with a distinction beyond which there is no aspiring. 
I am delighted, too, to be remembered at the moment of my 
elevation by the members of that honourable branch of our 
common profession whose trust and confidence in me have con- 
tributed materially to my advancement. It is a satisfactory 
proof to my own mind that I have never neglected those in- 
terests which were entrusted originally to their protection, and 


of which they were willing to assume the responsibility of 


selecting me to be the advocate. Iam most happy to connect 
myself by my title with that town where I first acquired any 
distinction as a leader on the Home Circuit. I had selected 
originally the town of Woodstock as my political cradle, but it 
is much more agreeable to me to recur to still earlier associa- 
tions, and to bind up with myself and my family the fonnda- 
tion stone (as it were) of all my professional fortunes. Again 
sincerely thanking you for your kind recollection of me, and 
begging you to distribute my remembrances in the town to all 
who have a memory for ‘the rising barrister’ of former days, 
helieve me yours very sincerely, CHELMSFORD. Robert Bart- 
lett, Esq.” — 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ON LAW REFORM. 

The Attorney-General, during his address to the Kast Suffolk 
electors on the 6th instant, thus referred to the question of Law 
Reform:—“A member of the profession of the law, and having 
long directed my attention to those questions of law reform in 
which every man in this country is so deeply interested, it can 
hardly be supposed that T should oceupy the position which I 
have now the honour to enjoy without doing my very best to 
bring into immediate effeet all those law reforms to which at 
various periods | have alluded both here and elsewhere, and 
which I think are essentially necessary for the wellbeing of the 
people of this country, Perhaps | may, in a word, allude to the 
efforts in the same direction of the late Government, I do not 
stand here to underrate the difliculties with which that Govern- 
ment was encompassed, or to otherwise than appreciate the 
Measures which they attempted, and in some of which they 
succeeded; but Ido say that, considering that during the ten 
months that the Marl of Derby was at the head of the Government 
in 1852 that ministry were the authors of more and greater law re 
forms than any previous or subsequent ministry during the first 
half of the present century ; considering also that the late Govern 
ment had been in power tor five years, commanding 
at least for all purposes of lew reform and civil administration 
~-w large majority in both Honses of Parliament, [ think that 
the people have a right to complain that that Government 
called as it was ‘Liberal’ Govornment—has done tiv too little. 
In the last session of Parliament two important Bills were cor- 
tuinly passod—-tho ‘Testamentary Bill relating to willy and 





administration, and the Divorce Bill. Far be it from me to say 
that the Testamentary Bill has not effected a great improvement 
in the law, and I,in common with all Englishmen, owe and ten- 
der my thanks to the Government for having successfully car- 
ried through Parliament that important measure. But at the 
same time I feel that justice is due to the Conservatives in both 
Houses of Parliament, who mainly contributed to the success 
of that measure; for whereas for year after year, upon the reports 
of commissions and committees, Bills had been attempted to be 
framed, and many had been brought forward, to reform the exer- 
cise of testamentary jurisdiction, it was only in the last session 
that a Bill was at length passed, that Bill being, in all its main 
principles, identical with one which I had myself previously pro- 
posed to Parliament. So also with respect tothe Divorce Bill. 
Opinion is certainly much divided upon many of the provisions 
of that Bill, and of some of them I entirely disapprove, yet it 
has undoubtedly effected a great improvement in some respects, 
—enabling the deserted wife, for example, to protect her own 
earnings and her little property from the profligate husband who 
has left her ; but even that important part of that important 
measure you owe to Lord St. Leonard's, who was Lord Chan- 
cellor under the administration of the Earl of Derby. Still, let 
me do justice to the late Government. I believe that many of 
them wefe sincere in their desire to effect law reform ; but cir- 
ctimstances may have prevented them ; they may have looked 
rather more to party considerations than was desirable, and have 
wasted that time in mere party subjects which would have been 
better bestowed upon these important matters. I hope that in 
the position to which you have now restored me, of your repre- 
sentative, I shall be enabled, even during the present session, to 
submit to the consideration of the Legislature a number of im- 
portant measures in which all of you must be more or less 
interested. We hear in all the great commercial towns of 
England ioud complaints of the state of the law of bankruptcy 
and insolvency, as affecting the relations of debtors and credi- 
tors. I have already, during the very short time that I have 
been in office, directed my attention to that subject,and I am in 
communication with persons conversant with commerce and 
commercial exigencies in all their details in several of the great 
commercial cities and towns of England. I trust therefore that 
I shall before long be enabled to submit to the House of 
Commons a measure which at least will remedy the greater 
number of those evils under which the mercantile community 
have so long laboured. Again, there is a measure for the regis- 
tration of titles and for facilitating the transter of land. That 
is a subject in which every inhabitant of this country must feel 
2 personal interest; because the expenses attendant upon the 
smallest transaction in the way of selling or charging a little 
piece of land are such as often to deter people from taking those 
measures in their domestic relations and for personal purposes 
which may be very essential to their interests; or they are such, 
if those measures be taken, as to bring upon persons difficulties 
and embarrassments without end. Let me here assure a class 
of persons in whom I myself take a sincere interest—I mean the 
attorneys and solicitors of England—a class to whom I will net 
say that I owe, but certainly through whom I have obtained 
whatever I may possess of fortune and station—a class of persons 
for whom I entertain the sincerest respect—let me assure them 
that I should with infinite reluctance become a party to any 
measure which would in any way prejudicially affect their in- 
terests. But I believe that no such consequence will follow, 
1 believe, if we shall succeed in passing a measure which shall 
enable every man to transfer or to charge his land with the same 
facility as he might transter or charge so much stock in the 
funds, that so fur from injuring the interests of attorneys and 
solicitors it will for many years to come, at least during the first 
and primary working of the measure, increase their occupation 
without prejudicially affecting the interests of the community.” 

The Hudderstield Chamber of Commerce have received a 
letter trom Lord Goderich, M. P. tor the West Riding, acknow- 
ledging the receipt of a copy of a resolution passed by 
the chamber on the subject of the registration of partnerships, 
and informing them that as his Lordship finds it te be the 
general wish of his constituents interested in commercial 
matters that he should introduce a Bill for that purpose, he has 
determined to do so. ‘The chamber have undertaken to raise a 
subscription of £100 for the purpose of aiding the movement 
to obtain an amendment of the Bankruptey Laws, 

Tt appears from a return moved far by Mr. Knightley, MP. 
that the total number of county electors, registered as such 
in right of property situate within the limits of parliamentary 
boroughs, in England and Wales, amounts to 93471, oat of 
& gross total county constituency of JOW065 electors. 
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Recent Berisions in Chancery. 


BREACH OF TRUST—EFFECT OF ACQUIESCENCE BY MARRIED 
Woman. 
Davies v. Hodgson, 6 W. R. 355. 

A question of great interest was discussed, though not de- 
cided, in this case—viz., how far a married woman can bind 
herself, by acquiescence, in an investment of a trust fund, which 
is, in fact, a breach of trust. The point has been frequently 
touched upon. but never conclusively decided. Where the in- 
terest of the married woman is given for her separate use, with 
a restraint on anticipation, the Master of the Rolls appears to 
have considered it as settled that no acquiescence would be a bar 
to a suit by her to have the fund replaced; but the doubt was, 
whether the same rule applied where the married woman was 
entitled for her separate use, without any proviso against anti- 
cipation. ith v. French (2 At. 252) is one of the ‘earliest au- 
thorities. There the breach of trust consisted in paying the 
wife's separate property to her husband, both husband and wife 
having earnestly solicited the trustee to do so. The wife, after 
becoming a widow, confirmed the transaction, and the bill was 
therefore dis d; but Lord Hardwicke laid it down, that it 
Was certain that a promise by the wife to release during the 
coverture could not bind her. In Underwood v. Stevens (1 
Mer. 713), a case of acquiescence was set up against married 
women, but it failed on the evidence, and Sir William Grant 
avoided giving any opinion on the point of law. Ryder 
v. Bickerton (3 Sw. 80, n.) was a case where a trustee was 
charged with a breach of trust fer investing trust funds impro- 
perly on personal security. The direction in the settlement was 
to invest in the best security that could be got, with the appro- 
bation of the husband and wife. The defence was, that this 
approbation was given, but the Lord Chancellor said that he 
should lay no weight on this as an approbation under the arti- 
cles, because that was only to collect what kind of security, but 
this was no security at all. But, in 2 subsequent part of the 
judgment, he seems to admit the binding effect of active ac- 
quiescence against a married woman. “ There may be a case 
in which 4 married woman may not have power to act within 
the terms of a trust, and yet. if she draw in the trustee to do 
anything against her own benefit, she being s so concerned shall 
not afterwar: itted to take advantage of it against the 
I eve is 50.” The defence, however, broke 
down on the facts. Bateman v. Davis (3 Mad. 98) has only an 
indirect bearing on the question. There a wife had power, by 
an attested writing, to authorise a payment ‘of £1,500 to her 
husband. She testified her consent by a deed after the pay- 
ment of the money. and Sir John Leach held that the actual 
advance created a pressure upon her which gave the subsequent 
approbation a different character from 2 free consent 
required by the settlement. and ordered the fund to be m vale 
gud Se ales. in Kellaway v. Johnson (5 Bea. 319), a deed 
reating the wiles consent to 4 previous breach of trust was 
held not w bind her; and Nail v. Punter @ 5 ) Simm. 555), is too 
meuch obscured by other facts to be a 2 
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conveyance, and except that some doubts of no great import- 
ance as to whether covenants would run with the land if he 
did not concur have been started, there is no very appreciable 
advantage in requiring his concurrence, for even his covenant 
against incumbrances is needless, as he has practically no power 
to incumber or affect the estate by right or by wrong. Until 
the case which we have placed at the head of this notice, the 
point has never been brought before the Court; but it is now 
settled that the purchaser has a right, if he chooses, to insist 
on the concurrence of the dower trustee, although Stuart, V.C., 
in giving judgment to this effect, declared that the objection 
was contemptible, and the nearest ‘approach to an untenable one 
that he had ever known to succeed. The effect of the decision 
will be to arm reluctant purchasers with an additional means 
of resistance, though they will not be able by such a course to 
escape specific performance, as the defect will be made good, as 
was done in Collard v. Roe, by a vesting order under the 
Trustee Act. 


PRACTICE—MorTGAGE—F ORECLOSURE—ACCOUNT—SALE, 
Hutton v. Sealy, 6 W. R. 350. 

In a suit for an account and sale, instituted by trustees of a 
mortgage in fee simple, under a mortgage deed, which con- 
tained a power of sale, Stuart, V. C., held that the plaintiffs 
were entitled, though the bill did not pray for foreclosure, but 
only for an account, and that the mortgaged premises might be 
sold. As this decision is the first authority for such a decree, 
it will be useful to glance at the grounds on which it rests. 
The power of sale contained in the deed of mortgage appears 
to have been in the usual form, making the mortgagee a 
trustee for the mortgagor, as to any surplus which might remain, 
after payment of the principal interest and costs, out of the 
purchase money; and upon this ground, considering the juris- 
diction of the Court in all matters of trust, the Vice-Chancellor 
was of opinion that the mortgagees were entitled to receive the 
direction and indemnity of the Court; in other words, to have 
the sale effected and the proceeds applied under the decree and 
authority of the Court. He was also of opinion that the 
prayer for an account was sufficient to support the plaintiff's 
equity, though the evidence showed that there were really no 
accounts to be taken, as there was only about a year’s interest 
due. ‘here can be no question now as to the power of the 
Court, in any suit for foreclosure, to direct a sale instead of a 
foreclosure. Such power is expressly given by the 48th section 
of the 15 & 16 Vict.c. 86. The statute, however, gives no 
absolute right to either the mortgagor or mortgagee to 
demand a sale; it merely empowers the Court, if it 
think fit, to direct a sale upon such terms as it chooses 
to impose. The reported decisions, on the construction of 
the 48th section, show that the Court regards its main 
object to be, to save the necessity of successive redemptions, 
where they would be attended with unusual delay and expense. 
In Hiorns y. Holton (16 Jur. 1077), Sir John Romilly, M. RB. 
considered that a gale ought not in general to be ordered, under 
the 48th section, unless there was such a complication that the 
common decree for foreclosure could not conveniently be 
worked; and though this construction of the section appears 
not to have been insisted upon in more recent decisions, viz., in 
Ledllamy vy. Cockle (18 Sur. 465), and Wickham y. Nicholson 
(19 Leavy. 38), yet, in every instance, the order has been 
made only in a foreclosure suit. Independently of the pro- 
visions of the 48th section, a Jegal mortgagee generally could 
not be said to have any other right than foreclosure; and he is 
entitled to a sale only in exceptional cases, ex. gr., where the 
mcurity is deemed to be insufficient to pay the mortgage debt, 
or where the subject matter of the mortgage is a policy of in- 
euranuce, or it is reversionary, and, therefore, unprodue- 
tive, So, an equitable mortgagee, whore security enables bim 
to call for a legal mortgage, is entitled only to foreclosure; but 
it is waid that, if lis seeurity is a charge or lien on the estate, 
he ought to have a wale. ‘There is no reported case in equity 
in which # legal mortgagee, with «a power of sale, has filed a 
bill merely t have the mortgayed estate sold under the direc 
tion f the Court. There have been cases in bankruptey in 
which the Court has made such an order, but it has been there 
mate under one A the old general orders of that Court; and 
there are some obvious reasons applicable to the eases in bank 
rupley, whieh do wot apply to w eit in chancery, having for 
its object vuaply « wale, The question, therefore, in not 
concluded by authority, and it ia reduced to thite-can a mort- 
pager, with an ordinary power of wule, file hin bill to have the 
tran, for wale excouted hy the Court, there being no particular 
difficulty in diseovering who wre the partion entitled to the 
muameys proud by the mle? Stuart, VY. C., i» of opinion that 
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such a suit might have been maintained before the passing of the 
Chancery Amendment Act, and may still be maintained, his 
Honour observing that the mortgagees had “ pursued a prudent 
course in not entangling themselves with those entitled to the 
equity of redemption, or leaving themselves liable to be called 
to account out of court.” The result of this decision appears to 
be, that any mortgagee, with a power of sale, on default being 
made by the mortgagor, can throw upon the Court the trouble, 
and upon the mortgaged estate the expense, of a suit for the 
purpose of doing what, in nine cases out of ten, could as effec- 
tually, and, in almost every case, more speedily, be done by the 
mortgagee, without running any risk whatever in his character 
of trustee of the money which remained after payment of the 
mortgage debt. There appears to be no valid reason why the 
principle of the decisions under the Trustee Relief Act should 
not apply to such a case, and why the costs of the mortgagee, 
so far as he acts as trustee of the surplus, should not be regu- 
lated by a like rule. It is difficult to understand why the 
machinery of the Court should be put in motion to sell an 
estate, which there is power to sell otherwise, merely because 
the trustee for sale is entitled to the direction of the Court as 
to the distribution of part of the proceeds. 


PRACTICE—PARTIES—ADMINISTRATION SUIT. 
Snepp v. Snepp, 6 W. R. 355. 

By the 42nd section of the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, any resi- 
duary legatee or next of kin, without serving the remaining 
residuary legatees or next of kin; or any residuary devisee or 
heir, without serving any other co-residuary devisee or co-heir, 
may have a decree for administration—the former of the per- 
sonal estate, the latter of the estate generally of the deceased 
person. But all persons who, according to the practice of the 
Court before the passing of the Act, would be necessary parties 
to the suit, are to be served with notice of the decree, and, after 
such notice, they are bound by the proceedings in the same 
manner as if they had been originally made parties; and they 
may, by an order of course, have liberty to attend the proceed- 
ings under the decree. In Snepp v. Snepp, the bill, which was 
filed by the heir-at-law of a testator, stated that it was believed 
that certain persons named were his next of kin. They were 
not made parties to the suit, and Stuart, V. C., overruled a de- 
murrer on that ground, being of opinion that the course adopted 
was not only sufficient, but laudable, being calculated to save 
both expense and delay. 

LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED Estates Act. 
Turner v. Turner, 6 W. R. 355. 

The Lord Chancellor (Cranworth) in this case changed his 
opinion, on consulting with the Lords Justices, as to the proper 
construction of the 38th section of the above Act (see ante, 
p. 824), and the result is, that it is now definitively settled 
that the person appointed by the Court to examine, under 
the provisions of the 38th section, a married woman resident 
abroad, must be a practising solicitor taking out his certificate 
in this country. 

—_—— > 


Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attornens. 


PRACTICE—ENTERING JUDGMENT NUNC PRO TUNE, 
Moore vy. Robertson, 6 WN, CLP. 297. 

The general rule of Hilary Term, 1858, which directs all 
judgments, whether interlocutory or final, to be entered on the 
record of their true date, recognises and preserves the equitable 
power which the Courts have always assumed, of ordering, in 
particular cases, judgment in an action to be en ered mane pro 
tune, The object of such an entry is usually to prevent the 
representatives of one who has died after verdict in an action 
wd before judgment, from losing the benotit of the verdict, but 
ithas seldom, if ever, been authorised, unless in casos whore 
the delay in entoring the judgment at tho timo it was signed 
has boen occasioned by tho act of the Court, and not by the 
lachos of the applicant, For example, in Beans vy. Rees (L2 A, 
& Li. 167), the chief ground for granting the application was 
that, after the judgment had boon signed, and botove entey, 
cortain proceedings in bane had been taken by the opposite 
party to sot aside the judgment, and that these remained long 
wader the consideration of the Court; and the same ground 
Was admitted aaa proper vonson for the indulgence in lies vy, 
Williams (9 Q. 1B. 47), So, also, move reoontly, wud sinoe the 
rules of Hilary ‘Term, 1898, wore substituted (oe Chose la free 
prior to that date, the dolay of an avbltvator to who the oause 
Wi volorved by a Jude's ler, wae held “tiirly to be oon 
sidered as the delay of the Court,” Tho only other dmportant 





rule which can be collected from the decisions as to these appli- 
cations is, that the Court will only interfere where othere 
wise the applicant would be materially prejudiced. Th- 
case under discussion is one of the few which have 
been reported on this subject since the Common Law 


Procedure Act of 1852. A verdict had been found for . 


the plaintiff in July, with leave reserved to the defendant 
to move to set it aside and enter one for him, on which a rule 
was granted in the ensuing Michaelmas term; and this rule 
was in the following Hilary Term made absolute, but was 
changed by consent into a rule to enter a nonsuit After this 
judgment had been delivered, it was discovered that the plain- 
tiff had died before the rule came on for argument; and the 
present was an application on the part of the defendant to be 
allowed to enter judgment of nonsuit as of the Michaelmas 
term succeeding the trial of the action. The rule nisi for this 
purpose was served on the attorney of the executors of the 
plaintiff; but these executors had not proved the will, nor, 
indeed, had any administration whatever of the plaintiff's effects 
been granted at the time when the present motion was made. 
The application was opposed by the attorney in the cause, and 
he urged that it was premature, as there were at present no legal 
representatives of the plaintiff; but the Court would not listen 
to this argument, and made the rule absolute, as prayed for. 
It will be observed that, had the rule for entry of a nonsuit 
been dropped altogether, in consequence of the plaintiff’s death, 
his attorney would apparently have been in a better position as 
to costs, as the verdict for the plaintiff would, in that case, have 
stood—in consequence of that provision in the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852 which provides that an action shall not 
abate in consequence of the death of a ntiff pendente lite— 
a position which, the result of the rule to enter a nonsuit 
shows, would have been unfair to the defendant. 






EXxEcvuToR oR TRUSTEE—WHEN A Lecacy ok FrND MAY 
BE RECOVERED AS MONEY RECEIVED TO THE USE OF 
THE CLAIMANT. 

Topham v. Morecraft, 6 W. R., Q. B., 294. 

The point which may be collected from this case is tersely 
expressed in the judgment delivered by Erie, J. as follows — 
“It is clear that if a person, being trustee or executor, acknow- 
ledges that he holds money which A, B. claims, and in which 
he has a beneficial interest, it becomes a debt between the 
parties and a legal cause of action.” It was on this prin- 
ciple that the case under discussion was decided, though 
the facts in which it was invelved are complicated enough. 
For the purpose, however, of showing how the above doctrine 
was applied, they may be shortly stated as follows~—The 
action was brought to recover a sum of money, stated im an 
account signed by the defendant to be owing from him te the 
plaintiff, who was a widow. In this account the defendant 
debited himself with a certain sum, to which the plaintiif, when 
covert, became entitled under the will of A. This sum, during 
the life of the testator, had been leat to the defendant, and had 
been arranged for, as between him and the husband of the 
plaintiff, by a bill of exchange, given by the defendant, dat 
which had never been turned into money, and which, after 
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dition, into the possession of the defer 
himself with another sum, to which the plaintitf was entitled 
under the will of B, ef which he defendant, was the 
executor, It was contended, on behalf of the defendant, 
that, as to this first sum, the loan had been repaid to the 
husband of the plaintitl, which, seccerdi 
Bird vy. Peagrwe (1S C, BL 639), made the loan the property 
of the husband, and divested his widow, after his death, 
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with the addition by the defendant of another item in such 
account for interest due, changed the character of the claim 
from a mere legacy to a sum held by the defendant to the use 
of the plaintiff. The defendant, by stating such an account, 
said to the plaintiff in effect, “I have moneys belonging to 
you either legally or equitably.” 

The doctrine established by this part of the decision of the 
Court may be said to owe its authority to the judgment of 
Lord Cranworth in the case of Pardoe v. Price (16 Mee. & W. 
451), as commented on by Lord Campbell in Edwards v. Lowndes 
(1 Ell. & BI. 89). In the first of these cases it was established, 
that where parties stand to each other in the relation of trustee 
and cestui que trust, and the trustee is under no other legal 
liability than that which arises from that relation, no action for 
money had and received can be maintained against him, though 
he has money in his hands, which, under the terms of the trust, 
he ought to pay over to the cestui que trust. But the case last 
mentioned engrafts on this general proposition an important 
qualification, viz., that if the trustee in any way admits that he 
holds such money to be paid to and to the use of the cestui que 
trust, the character of the relation between the parties is 
changed: and the trustee is liable to an action for money had 
and received, founded upon the appropriation thereof to his own 
use. 
The only other part of the judgment of the Court which 
seems to call for any remark is that in which they gave weight 
to the circumstance that the account stated debited the defen- 
dant with interest on the legacy. As to this, it is to be observed, 
that as many years had elapsed from the death of the testator, 
interest would be due on the legacy, without the ordinary cha- 
racter of the claim being changed. As to the sum due in 
respect of the loan belonging to the estate of A., the decision of 
the Court presents no difficulty, for no proposition is better 
established than that upon the death of a husband all choses 
in action upon which his wife might have sued jointly with 
him, and which he did not in his life-time reduce into posses- 
sion, survive to her; and it seems clear that the plaintiff (as 
having the meritorious cause of action) would have been 
properly joined with her husband in an action on the bill of 
exchange given by the defendant for the’ loan, to which her 
husband in her right was entitled. 

Master & Servant—Raitway Companies, LIABILITY OF. 
Vose v. The Lancashire ¢ Yorkshire Railway Company, 6 W. X., 
Exch., 295. 

This was one of those cases which are continually arising 
upon the application of the doctrines governing the legal rela- 
tion between master and servant to railway companies, and 
those they employ. The action was brought by the widow of a 
mnan in the service of one railway company, who, while in the 
performance of his duty, on a siding common both to the 
defendants and to the company by which he was employed, was 
killed by the negligence of those in the employ of the defendants. 
A verdict with damages was obtained: but it was now con- 
tended that it could not stand without impugning the maxim 
which has in recent cases been thoroughly established, viz., that 
4 master is not liable to one servant for the negligence of a 
fellow-servant. in the course of their common employment, pro- 
vided the Jatter .be a person of competent care and skill (see 
Priestley v. Fowler, 3 Mee. & W.1; Tarrant v. Webb, 18 C. B. 
797). But the Court replied, that the verdict under discussion 
in no ways militated against this principle, as the man killed, 
and the persons through whose negligence he suffered, were 
not. in point of fact, in the common service of the two com- 
panies, although the siding on which he happened at the moment 
A the accident to be engaged was common property. 
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Correspondence. 


DUBLIN—(F rom our orn Correspondent.) 
SLIGO ASSIZES. 
Cosvictios oy tae Maron vor ELycrion Mau 
VEACTICES, 

The borough of Sligo ha» obtained an unenviable notoriety 
froma the peculiar Greumeances under which several recent 
mies cectivms have ywameA Af. Nioting always takes place 
there, seonayaniol by the bribery of one vet of voters, and the 
open ‘atunihaton A awther et. The best remedy that could 
povhaye be onggeeted would be, w dishranchise the borough, un- 
imctuninating os tmnay be the ventence which punishes all alike 
the inmnvat with the guilty. Yailing that, it is watisfactory 





to find that an attempt has been successfully made to bring the 
mayor, with some of those who assist him in his unfair prac- 
tices, within the grasp of the criminal law. Tbe mayor (Mr, 
M‘Gowan), and four others, were indicted at_the present Sligo 
assizes for having conspired by unlawful and corrupt means to 
procure a fictitious majority of votes for J. P. Somers at the 
last election over the other candidate, the Right Hon. J, 
Wynne. The principal witness called for the prosecution was 
Mr. Mostyn, Mr. Wynne’s solicitor and conducting agent. It 
appeared from his evidence (which was uncontradicted) that 
at the time of the election one of the poll clerks was twice 
detected in the act of recording for Mr. Somers votes which 
were actually given for Mr. Wynne. This being complained 
of, a “row” ensued, and the mayor interfered only so far as to 
place the aforesaid clerk in such a position as that his proceed- 
ings could not be watched by Mr. Wynne’s agents. Mr. Mostyn 
further deposed to various acts of violence, which were un- 
checked by either mayor or deputy—the mayor not only refus- 
ing to protect the voters, but preventing the police from offer- 
ing resistance to the progress of a mob which traversed the 
streets, wrecking the houses, and maltreating the persons of 
voters. It appeared further, from the evidence of other wit- 
nesses, that several votes were rejected on the most frivolous 
pretexts; and others were found recorded for the wrong can- 
didate. The poll books were moreover opened, and the num- 
bers added up in private, and not in open court, as the law 
requires. All these contrivances, and many others, were 
obviously intended by the mayor and his assistants to procure 
the return of one of the candidates. 

For the defence no witnesses were called, and the only point 
relied on by the traversers’ counsel was, that all these illegal 
acts had taken place by mistake, and without concert, in short 
—that there had been no conspiracy. 

The JupGE, in summing up, pointed out to the jury the 
difficulty of procuring direct evidence of a conspiracy. That 
there was a preconcerted scheme to procure, by all possible 
means, the return of one particular candidate, might be suffi- 
ciently evidenced by numerous acts throughout the election, all 
tending towards the same result. 

The jury having found a verdict of Guilty against all the 
traversers, the Court sentenced the mayor and his deputies 
each toa month’s imprisonment, and a fine of £50; and the 
poll clerks to two months’ imprisonment. 

On the application of the traversers’ counsel, the Court agreed 
to respite the sentence, in order that a point of law raised at 
the commencement of the trial might be argued in the Court of 
Criminal Appeal. The question was as to the right of the 
prosecutor to challenge jurors—a right which it was alleged 
could be claimed by the Queen only, and not when a private 
individual prosecuted. This was overruled by the judge, 
numerous cases being cited in support of the privilege, and the 
invariable practice in England being admitted to sanction it. 
The point was, however, reserved, 


MAGISTRATES, AND MAGISTRATES’ Courts. 

The unpaid magistracy of the country is one of those insti- 
tutions which survive all hostile attacks, and promise to endure 
as long as the constitution itself. There is in the british mind 
au innate respect for a class of men who are in a position to 
afford important services to the public, without deriving any 
emolument from their office; and this respect for the class 
generally is, on the whole, little diminished by the flagrant mis- 
conduct of individual justices of the peace, Few of the defenders 
of an unpaid magistracy will, however, deny that the necessity 
for that institution is, at the present time, very much smaller 
than it was formerly, when even the superior judges were 
comparatively dependent on the will and pleasure of the 
Crown, ‘The example of the metropolis, and of a few other of 
the largest provincial cities, may be referred to as demonstrating 
the superior utility of courts in which the presiding functionaries 
are directly amenable to superior control, while from their 
legal training and habits of thought they stand very much les» 
in need of that control. 

It has before been remarked in these columns, that Ireland 
—as the acknowledged field tor legislative experiments—aflords 
peculiar opportunities of forming a judgment as to the value of 
veveral modern changes in the administration of the law, and 
aleo of forming an opinion on certain unsettled question» 
A our own time, Several years since, it was strongly felt that, 
even in the most tranquil times, it was» objectionable to leave 
the guardianship of the peace entirely in the hands of country 
gentlemen, aJl of whom’ would inevitably be found in the ranks 
of one or other of the great contending parties, In times of 
distress or agitation # still greater necessity was, of course, felt 
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for a class of magistrates whose time would be more devoted to 
the discharge of their public duties, while their strict impar- 
tiality could be more implicitly relied on. Accordingly, a 
number of resident or stipendiary magistrates were appointed, 
under the Act 6 Will. 4, c. 13, the nomination of them resting 
with the executive government, and their appointment being in 
addition to, and not in substitution of, the ordinary unpaid magis- 
tracy. One resident magistrate is ordinarily to be found in 
each of the smaller counties, and in each division of a larger 
county; while two or more of them can be at once concentrated 
in any locality where any extraordinary emergency calls for 
their intervention. In the midst of scenes of uproar or excite- 
ment these officials are always to be found, with almost mili- 
tary precision, commanding the constabulary, and with far more 
than “unpaid” vigour engaged in the restoration of public peace. 
At sessions they take the lead of the assembled justices, 
and on such occasions it is found, as may be expected, a decided 
advantage to have the bench presided over by an individual of 
experience and business habits, who is quite certain not to look 
upon the work—as do some amateur justices—as a mere diver- 
sion. At quarter sessions throughout Ireland, the county court 
judges (or assistant-barristers as they are styled) preside; the 
result being, that everything is managed with the utmost de- 
corum. The only fault to be found with this part of the sys- 
tem is the interval of three months that takes place between 
each sitting of the county court judge in Ireland. A change 
in this respect is loudly called for, and would doubtless be in- 
troduced, were not the patronage of so many slightly worked, 
as well as well paid, judicial offices too valuable to be dimi- 
nished, as it practically would be were these judges compelled 
to sit every month, The Government finds it highly advan- 
tageous to be able to bestow on its supporters dignified offices 
which require only a week’s labour four times a year. Thus is 
an important section of the Irish bar subsidized; and among 
barristers in full practice there is a considerable amount of 
competition for county judgeships, which, of course, do not in 
the least interfere with practice. 

One other topic remains to be glanced at in connection with the 
magisterial bench, and that is, the exclusion of solicitors, a rule 
which is strictly enforced in Ireland, if not in England. This 
exclusion we must regard as impolitic and uncalled for. Legal 
training is one of the best qualifications, one would think, for 
an office of the kind. Why, then, should the solicitors, as a 
class, be excluded from a position for which many of them are 
eminently fitted ? Barristers and clergymen would appear to 
be as open to objection as solicitors, were it worth while to pur- 
sue further an argument on the subject, where prejudice, and not 
argument, forms the groundwork of existing regulations. How 
can the solicitors endure patiently under so invidious a system 
of exclusion ? What must be the feelings of those of them 
who were last month the clients and associates of the fortunate 
advocate now intrusted with the Great Seal ? He now appoints 
whom he pleases; and will shower down commissions of the peace 
on all the rest of his country acquaintances. ‘Those alone are 
considered unfit for the dignity of J. P. who, as solicitors, 
manage and administer most of the real property in the country. 

Tur New Law AppotntTMents. 

The office of Solicitor-General for Ireland is still believed to 
be vacant, although it was yesterday rumoured that k. Hayes, 
Q.C., was appointed, ‘The real difficulty which has for a tort- 
night kept the question unsettled is, that both law officers are 
required in Parliament; whereas the only leading counsel who 
would do honour to the office have no seats, and decline to en, 
danger their professional gains and their peaco of mind by 
entering the Legislature. 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed W. Bb. Drury, Esq., of 
tho equity bar (formerly reporter in Lord Chancellor Sugden’s 
court), his secretary in lunacy matters, and John Adair, Esq, 
his private secretary. 

‘The Attorney-General (Whiteside) is re-elocted for Ennis- 
killen without opposition, For the vacancy for tho University 
of Dublin, caused by the Chancellor's promotion, thore is every 
prospect of a fierce contest, ‘The candidates are all connected 
in some way with the law—-Mr, Lefroy is the eldest son of the 
Venerable Lord Chief Justice of the Queen's Benoh; Mr, Joy 
is the son of a deconsed Chief Baron, and himselt a practitioner 
on tho north-west elrouit; Dr, Gayor ia an advooate, quondam 
of the Prerogative Court, Lastly, comes dA. Lawson, Q. C, 
Who has just ceased to be Castle adviser, in consequence of the 
discomflture of Lord Pulmerston’s Government, 





EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


In my last letter I stated that Mr. Penney was everywhere 
spoken of as the Solicitor-General, but hinted that I thought the 
first opportunity would be embraced for giving the appointment 
to Mr. Charles Baillie. I hardly expected that Mr. Penney 
would have been passed over on the present occasion, but he 
has been, or, at least, he has not been appointed Solicitor- 
General, the office having been given to Mr. Baillie. I am not 
sure that there are not a few individuals who think that Mr. 
Penney’s claims are superior to Mr. Baillie’s, but I am sure of 
this, that a great majority of men of all parties will rejoice that 
the appointment has been given to Mr. Baillie. He has 
earned his popularity and achieved his position by the strict 
integrity of his character, his professional conduct having been 
remarkable for the absence of everything that could be called 
mean, or even sharp. His appointment will give satisfaction to 
all except a few over keen supporters of the late Government. 
He is said, in private life, to be proud and reserved; but he is 
most accessible in business, and that is all that the public has 
to do with. Mr. Baillie’s sheriffship is not yet disposed of, but 
it will be given to one of the three gentlemen named in my last, 
who are all good lawyers. As I said formerly, it would be im- 
possible to ignore Mr. Boyle’s claims. There does not seem 
to have been any disposition to do so, for it appears that he 
was offered his choice of the other appointments, and he has 
chosen that which I supposed would be reserved for him— 
counsel for the Woods and Forests. The other appoint- 
ments are just what I conjectured—viz. Depute Ad- 
vocates, Messrs. Gordon, Brown, Miller, and Blackburn; 
I expected that Mr. Charles Robertson would be made counsel 
for the officers of state and the Lords of the Treasury, as well 
as Sheriff Court Depute. But the Lord Advocate has seen fit 
to separate these offices, Mr. Charles Robinson having got the 
former, and Mr. Roger Montgomerie the latter. All the parties 
named are good lawyers of their standing, except Mr. Mont. 
gomerie, who is very young, and of whom little is known; no 
doubt he has powerful friends. They are all popular men, not 
excepting Mr. Montgomerie; and the appointments are there- 
fore likely to give general satisfaction. When I wrote you last 
week, I was under the impression that the counsel for the 
Crown in Exchequer held a permanent appointment; but there 
seems to be some doubt about this, and Mr. Munro is now talked 
of for the office. No appointment, however, has as yet been 
made. Mr. Tytler, it appears, has, to a great extent, retired 
from business; and Mr. Inglis has been appointed crown agent 
in criminal matter. Mr. Hope resumes his former office. 


The whole legal profession in Edinburgh is proud of the 
Lord Advocate, who is, beyond all question, at the head of the 
bar. He is personally much respected, and there is, therefore, 
considerable anxiety manifested in regard to his success in the 
House of Commons, more especially because the late Lord 
Advocate, who is admitted on all hands to be inferior in 
intellectual calibre to the present, succeeded so well there. 
But whether his Lordship succeeds in the House of Commons 
or not as a politician, it is certain that, as a lawyer, he 
will prove an invaluable officer of state for Scotland. It is 
certain that all attempts to carry out legislative crotchets atthe 
expense of substantial justice, such as that which Mr. Dunlop 
is endeavouring to perpetrate, by enforcing the valuation of 
feuduties for the purpose of ultimate assessment, will be vigor- 
ously opposed. Many of the bodies interested in that question 
have already waited on his Lordship, to explain the matter; 
and although, of course, no pledges could be asked, it seems 
quite evident that the result of these meetings has been to can- 
vince the parties that the Lord Advocate perfectly understands 
the question; and the uneasy dread which formerly existed 
of the possibility of Mr, Dunlop's Bill passing into law has 
almost entirely disappeared. It must, in justice, be remarked, 
that the late Lord Advocate was strongly opposed to Mr, Dun- 
lop’s Bill; but every one feels that the present Lord Advocate 
is much more able to demolish Mr. Dunlop by cogent and an- 
answerable arguinent, in whatever shape the latter may think 
fit to present his views, 


Tho ‘Town Council of Edinburgh have, by a majority of 
twenty to six, attirmed their opinion of the tajustice of Mr. 
Dunlop's Bill, a result certainly creditable to them, for many of 
them would benefit personally by it, ‘The minority numbered 
Mr, Brown Douglas, who contested the city against Mr. Black 
at the last election, So the public may congratulate itself upon 
his rajection, since he has so little respect for vested rights and 
the faith of contracts, But perhaps the more charitable view to 
take of Mr, Brown Douglas’ vote is, that he is lacapable of see. 
ing the effet of the proposal, 
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THE SOLICITORS’ 








COMMISSIONERS IN CHANC aa 
PROBATE COUR" 
To the Editer eof Tux Sovicrrors’ eau & REPORTER. 

Sir—lI am the only resident solicitor in a small country 
town. 

Within the last month I have had at least six applications 
from persons to swear affidavits either in Chancery or in the 
new Court of Prot bate. 

No solicitor is allowed to be a commissioner for swearing 
affidavits in Chancery until he is of, at least, ten years’ stand. 
ing, and Chancery commissioners are commissioners for 
swearing affidavits in the Court of Probate. 

Unfortunately, I have not attained that standing, and so my 
clients here have either to go twelve miles to swear their Chan- 
cery affidavits, or to wait perhaps a week till a solicitor, a few 
years older than myself, comes over to swear them. I need not 
point out to you, Sir, the inconvenience of such an arrangement. 
lem eld enough to swear a common law affidavit—w hy not one 
in Chancery? 

Moreover, it seems that by section 
the jud he Court of ‘Proba bate is so in to wieins com- 

axe t ig tomy 
agents on ‘the subject, hat, after making inguiries 
“of proctor s, of several solicitors who now do the business for- 
lone by pr at the € ‘hief Registrar's oflice under 
Probat one can tell them anything about it, 
there had been no such appointments either applied 


AND IN THE 















aw or made. 

Surely, Sir, in these days of rule (which, ix 
i in this case, is 
and inconvenience) 
its in Chancery should 


















mY seem s withot 





. will give your opinion 


B. H. 





COSTS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 
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Professional Entelligence. 

PREPARED BY THE 

EMPLOYED BY THE 
I. ASSIZES. 


EXAMINERS OF CRI. 
TREASURY, 


SCALES 
MINAL COSTS 


shire, 





Assizes, 185 





Regina r. 





For (a) 





Webware? Dee on 
No in Calendar 25 











Taxed off. Prosecutor's Costs. Charges, 
Expenses before committing Magistrate as per his 
Dertiicnte ANMeReE C2) oc cc ccccscccccsccecsecce 

Retainer and instructions for Indictment ccccccccne | OF G18 

Attending Clerk of Indictments ..........0+ee0005/0/ 3/4 





Copies Subpeena, 6d. each (2) ...... . 
Service when necessary (2), 5s. the first, and 2s. Gd. 

tor each subsequent service, the whole not to ex- 

ceed 1 guinea .......0.. Sees 
Instructions for drawing and engro 

MENE (J) ccccccccccsecsece - 
Paid Mr. — to settle the same (3) ceaeeaeseonn tT El OC ae 
| Drawing and fair copy Brief (4) ....... oe 
Paid Mr. and Clerk with same (5).......... 
Attending him therewith ..........cescscecssoeee | O} 3] 4 
Paid Clerk of the Peace fees, rate as per particulars 

annexed ...... eccccccccccccccceccececs 
i Attending Court, conducting case ‘days at (6) 
; | Paid Witnesses—(7) 








ng Indict- 


seen ew ereree 




















{ 

| | Neel 

' , } Oceu- , “.° | Rate per 
j p tes . : : 
ame. Residence. | ation. Days, | Diem. 











| 
a 








ees Check Analusis. 


Total ...... \ 
Taxed off .. j 





= gistrate’s Certificate | 
k of Peace........ 


Order for..£ 


nesses 






OE. cciveutsares } | 
Taxed Off ...... ie. 
Allowed ......£ | 


| 


| 
| 





State the specific character of the offence. 





4) 
(1) The certificate must furnish particulars, or it will not be allowed. 
(2) These « «are only allowed when the witness has not been under 

recognizance to appear. Each service third class railway fare when neces 


mary to travel If no railway OF only part of the journey can be performed 
v, 6d, « wile going, but not returning, in addition to railway fare 
tor the part #0 travelled, 

(4) Allowed only in «pecial and difficult cases when directed by the Clerk 
A Avi. 

(4) IL Le. in ordinary cases; in special cases a higher sum may be allowed 
by the taxing officer, not exceeding in the whole three guineas, 

(5) One coune) only, except in heavy canes, IL 44, 6d,; where two coun 
wi, ZI. 44, Ol a uv he. Gd, Vo be increased at the disxeretion of 
taxing Mieer to BL Ss. 64, and 2, 44, 6d, reapectivels 

(6) One guinea a day, irrespective of the number of cascs, 
tniasiom day not. ineludeA, 

(1) t4. 64. to 4a, per Mem to police, labourers, women, and chijdren 
(these witriesses, if Aetained all night, w he allowed 1s. 6d, extra per night) 5 
34. (4. 0 74. tor mechanies, and others not professional ; IL 1s, to profes- 
seu! Travelling 2, Government fare; labourers, ke., an 
hers wh prolesdnal, eo wh clase railway fare; professional men, first 
hase Wieage where vacemary, and above three miles from place of re 
here. td, a wale ghng, at nor returning. To be charged in one indict 
MK, GLY 

St i (at. ue Cha 

(seri, —The taxiing Mcer has tuetructions to bring before the Court 
any parties inaking laine charges for witnessed lowe of Une, travelling dit 
tancrs, tie:,, tex, 
Vim t MUTE 
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II. SESSIONS. 


shire, 





__. Sessions, 185 


eR Re ES ee eee 
For (a) 
Value of Property 
No. in Calendar = 








Taxed off. ProsecvTor’s Costs. Charges. 





Expenses before committing Magistrate, as per his 
Certificate annexed (1) .......- « 
— and instructions for Indictment, ‘and ‘attend- 
Gas Subpena (2), “Gd. each * 
Service when necessary (2) ..... evcccccccveces 
Drawing and fair copy Brief..........sseeeeeeeees 
Paid Mr. ——— and Clerk ........eseecesecseees 
Paid Clerk of the Peace Court ke, as vied par- 
ticulars annexed .......... “Y eoccces 
Attending Court, conducting case” “ays: at (3) 
Paid Witnesses—(4) 





Occu- - | Rate per 


Name. Residence. " 
pation. | p, ys. | Diem. 





i ae 
| | 
| 


| 
| 





| 
| 
| 
| 























Total .oc00. 


Check Analysis. 
x Taxed off .. 


Magistrate's Certificate 


Order for. .: 
Clerk of Peace........+ 1 ane 


Witnesses ........000. 


ee 
Taxed off ...... 


Allowed ......£ 























(a) State the specific character of the offence. 

(1) The certificate must furnish particulars or it will not be allowed. 

(2) This charge only allowed when the witness has not been under recog- 
nizance to appear. Each service third class railway fare when necessary to 
travel, If no railway, or only part of the journey can be performed” by 
railway, 6d. a mile going, but not returning, in addition to railway fare for 
the part so travelled. 

(3) Where resident 13s. 4d. a day, non-resident one guinea a day, irre- 
spective of the number of cases. 

(4) 2s. to 3s. per diem to police, labourers, women, and children, where 
resident ; 3s. to 5s. per diem for police, mechanics, and others not profes- 
sional, where non-resident; 1/. Is, to professional men, Travelling 
Police, Government fare ; labourers, &c,, and others not professional, second 
class railway fare ; professional men, first class. Mileage where necessary, 
and above four miles from place of residence, 6d. a mile going, but not re- 
turning. To be charged in one indictment only, 

No allowances for counsel or attorney where ‘the prisoner admits his guilt 
before committing magistrate, or for counsel where bill is ignored. —Allow- 
ances to attorneys will not, in any case, be granted, except at such sessions 
where the ordinary practice is to give them, but, with this ¢ xception, this 
seale is to be everywhere adopted, 

Cavtion,—The taxing officer has instructions to bring before the Court 
any parties making fulse charges for witnesses’ loss of time, travelling dis- 
tances, &c., &e, 


Prosecutor's attorney 


Prorosep ScaLe oF Costs PAYABLE TO ATTORNEYS AND 
WITNESSES ON CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS, AGREED ‘TO RY 
THE INcorvoratED LAw Society AND THE Merro- 
POLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW AssoCLATION, 


COSTS AT THE ASSIZES AND CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 


Magiatrate's Certificate, as paid . 
MOY cccnaves 
Attending leaving ‘Tnatrne tions ‘for Indictment, ‘and afterwards 
attending for Indictment and examining (1) ..... ’ 
Paid Judge's Messenger and Grand Jury Bailiff, as paid. +a 
Subpenas and service (each) (2) ..... ' 
Sismining Witnesses and taking Instens sthons for ‘Beier (dinore re 
Honary) veverees 
Hirief and futy “apy, "The allowance ‘to depend on the number of 
Withiemien, and, as a check to the crowding of a cause linproperly 
With witnesses, the taxing offleer to disallow any that had not 





£s.d. 

been bound by recognizance to appear, or that he thought had 
been unnecessarily subpeenaed. The allowance to be upon a 
sliding scale as follows:—One guinea where there are less than 
three witnesses, and one guinea for every additional number 
not exceeding three. In long and special cases, and in cases 
where there are more than ten witnesses, a further allowance in 
the discretion of the Court or taxing officer..... ° 

Copies of Depositions, as paid 

Counsel (3) 

Attending him with Brief. 

Attorney for attending conducting Trial, if resident (per day » 
one case, one guinea; each other case, 13s. 4d. 

Attorney (non-resident), one guinea a day for expenses, in addi- 
tion to the above fees, and first class travelling fare. 

If attorney has business at nisi prius, or other business enabling 
him to charge for travelling, the travelling fare not to be 
allowed. 


(1) In special cases a higher allowance and fee to counsel to settle the 
indictment. In these cases the attorney to send instructions to the Clerk 
of Indictments. 

(2) On service of subpoenas second class travelling fare to be allowed 
where necessary. Where no rail, or only part of the journey can be per- 
formed by rail, ‘6d. a mile one w ay, in addition to railw ay fare, for the por- 
tion so trav elled. 

(3) One counsel only, except in heavy cases, 1/. 3s. 6d. ; where two coun- 
sel, 2U. 4s. Gd. and 1/. 3s. 6d. To be increased at the discretion of taxing 
officer to 31. 5s. 6d. and 27. 4s. 6d. respectively. In long and extraordinary 
cases an extra allowance. 


COSTS AT THE SESSIONS. 


Magistrate’s Certificate, as paid 

Retainer,and Instructions for Indictment _ eeee 

Attending Clerk of Peace’s Office to leave Instructions, * and after- 
wards for indictment......... Cocccescesccccecese e 


Subpeenas and Serv ice, each (1). 

Copies of Depositions, as paid 

Examining Witnesses and taking Instruc tions for Brief, Drawing 
and Copy. The allowance to depend on the number of wit- 
nesses, and, as a check to the crowding of witnesses improperly 
in any case, the taxing officer to disallow any that had not been 
bound by recognizance to appear, or that he thought had’ been 
unnecessarily subpeenaed. The allowance to be one guinea 
where there are less than three witnesses, and one guinea for 
every additional number not exceeding three. In long and 
special cases, and in cases where there are more than ten 
witnesses, a further allowance of costs in the discretion of the 
Court or wees officer 

Counsel (2) . atadeees 

Court Fees, as paid 

Attorney for attending conducting Case, if resident (per day), one 

case, 13s. 4d.; each other case, 65. 8d... .ecceeeeeeeec eens 

Attorney (non-resident), one guinea a day for expenses, in 1 addi- 

tion to the above, and first class trav elling fare 


(1) On service of subpeenas, second class travelling fare. Where no rail, or 
only part of journey can be performed by rail, 6d. a mile one way in addi- 
tion to the railway fare for the part so travelled. 

(2) One counsel only, except in special cases, UN. 3s, 6d.; where two, 
21. 4s. Gd, and V/. 3s. 6d, 


ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES UN ALL TRIALS. 


To every Gentleman of the three professions of Divinity, 
Law, or PRYSIC .eccccece 

Merchants eneene 
Bankers 
Gentlemen 
Officers in Army and aaaneue 
Magistrates and Wi itnesses of supe rior deg 
Master Tradesmen... . «s+ } 108. Ga. to Ls. 
Hotel Keepers...... : per day, and 
Commercial Travellers . second class 
Clerks 
Small ‘Tradesmen . Ts.6a. to Qs. Gad. 
Farmers «+. } and second class 
Publicans, Xe. axe anda \ fare. 
Mechanics ‘ wae aan ° 5 
Labourers reer? o per day 
Common Soldiers ‘ «ss Sand thin class 
Common Seamen ... : \ fare. 
Common Witnesses 


One guinea per 
day, and first 
“class travelling 


“From Ss. te £1. 
Travelling ex- 
penses as paid 


ALLOWANCES TO POLICE OFFICERS IN ALL TRIALS. 
Common Constables is, per day) i 
Serjeants .. oa . &s A 
Superintendents... cc ccececaneccccens ds Gd, 


OVETMVERL 
\ fare 
he above fees to witnesses to be allowed in one prosecution only, and 
where parties are witnesses in more prosecutions than one, the fe te de 
charged in the last prosecution tried in which the party is a witmess 
Witnesses residing in assise ur sessions towns te be entitled to ene Ralf 
only of the above allowances 


Mr, Joseph Peers, clerk of the peace far the county of 
Donbigh, has addressed the following further letter to the Home 
HEOvevury y 

Str yestorday received Mr, Waddingtoa’s letter, dated 
the 6th inst, acknowledging the receipt ef my letter te you of 


ee ae ee 
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the 2nd. In order to stop the crying and pressing injustice 
which is now being perpetrated on the several circuits, and 
which will be continued at the approaching quarter sessions 
throughout the kingdom, I take the liberty of submitting the 
scale of allowances to prosecutors and witnesses adopted, “after 
much consideration, in this county in 1844, with the sanction 
and approval of the Right Hon. J. T. Coleridge, as judge on the 
elrcult :-— 


Per day. Mileage. 

s.d. s. d. & d. 

LabOUPePrs..cccccccccsseccccsces 26 oe 08 

JOUPRBVINON, «odd ds sevessueese & O 09. 3..9 ee 0 8 

Tradesmen, yeomen, and farmers. 7 6 — * 10 0 ar 08 

Auctioneers and accountants .... 10 0— 12 0 . 0 8 
Merchants’, attorneys’, and other 

CRIES. vs000005 > Kos 0—12 0 on 0 8 

Gentlemen, merchants, and bankers 21 0 ae #0 

Professional men.............2.. 21 0 — 42 0 ee 
Females, according to station in 

i 6— 10 0 oe 0 8 


Cocceccccrecsscceseessseees & 


Off-beat allowances made to the police force in this county :— 


Per Per Day 
Day. and Night. 
&. d. 8. d. 


Constables and sergeants ...s.scceseseeee 1 0 oo 1 6 
InspeCtOrs ....eeeceecsescccseees 20 « 79 
Superintendents ... 

I suggest that when members of a police force are required 
to go out of the county in which they act mileage should be 
added to the foregoing allowances. 

When a railway is available railway fare, according to station 
in life, to be substituted for the mileage allowances, either in 
part or in full, as each case may require. 

This scale may be adopted by you as a temporary measure, 

A circular (embodying such or a similar scale) sent by you 
to the clerks of indictments now on circuit, and to the clerks of 
the peace, would remedy the evil complained of. Or you may 
revoke the order of Sir George Grey and direct the former scale 





No prosecutor or witness to be allowed his personal expenses in more | of such allowances in each county to be in force again until you 


than one prosecution. 

The certificate of the committing magistrate not to exceed the above 
allowances to witnesses, and to specify the number of days attending the 
examination, the number of miles travelled, and all other particulars. 

That the foregoing resolutions be strictly acted upon, unless the Court 
shall, from special circumstances, direct any further allowance. 

That in each prosecution the attorney do produce to the taxing officer 
a declaration, for which he shall be allowed 5s. (the forms to be supplied 
by the clerk of the peace). Such declaration, list of witnesses, and certifi- 
cate of committing magistrates to be delivered to the treasurer, with the 
order for expenses; otherwise the treasurer is authorised to refuse to pay 
the amount of the order to which are not annexed the said documents. 





can mature a general and just scale. 
There aremany experienced officials who can render you valu: 
able assistance in the matter. 
Feeling that the urgency of the case is a sufficient apology 
for again vaddressing you, I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 


JOSEPH PEERS, 


Clerk of the Peace for the County of Denbigh. 
Ruthin, March 10. 
The Secretary of State, Home Office, Whitehall, London. 


ATTORNEYS TO BE ADMITTED. 


Queen's Bench. 
Easter Term, 1858. 


Clerk’s Name and Residence. 
Averill, Charles, Victoria- -square, Pimlico ; br Hereford. aeibeese 













Bell, Harry, Stanley -gardens, Kensington- ps BY scdeccccccessece 
Bellamy, Walter Lewis, Taviton-street, Gordon-square ........ 
Bl ackburn, D'Arcy Stanfield, Leeds; and Walcot-place, Kennington- road . 
Brandon, Horatio, Essex-street, Strand .........+ 
Browa, William, Birmi g 
Buchanan, Robert Hamilton. jun., We ymouth-sireet 5 ‘and Malmesbury, ‘Wilts oa 
Chamberlayne, William, Devonshire- buildings, Bath . 
Cheston, William, Pembury-road, Hackney 
Clark, Thomas, Ashby-road, Islington ‘o 
Clarke, Samuel, Church-street, Hackney ; and Selby, York. 
Coates, James, jun., Wetherby, York ; “Belgrave- street South, Pimlico; and Frederick- st, oe 
Gray's-inn-road posecccsdesscoes esnce Ries . eceee 
Collisson, William, Richmond, Surrey ; and Great James-street, Bedford-row.. Caveeensrepes 




















Cooper, Thompson, Cambridge..... tom venedowsd TUTTI LTT 
Douglas, David Greenhill, Whitehaven ; and C aremont-place, Queen’s-road, Dalston ..... 
Earle, Henry, 10, Portinan-street, Portman-square ; and Maidstone .... .... ndesewsaes 


Edge, James Broughton, James-street, Bolton-le-Moors ; and Middle Hulton, Lancaster.... 
Fell, William, Wharton-street, Percy-circus ; and Lower Vernon-street, Pentonville........ 
Fenton, Edgar, Whembley-hill Farm, near Willesden; Lockwood, near Huddersfield; and 

Upper Gloucester-place, Dorset. 
France, William Steplien, Wallgate 
Fraser, James, Clifton, Bristol ... 


PRUBTE occcccccccccccccccccccccesscoccceceveccecees 


treet, Wigan .... 
















Freshfield, Edwin, New Bank-buildin; gs; and Rei i; gate, “Surrey... overecscocs 
Gore, Thomas Holmes, Huntingdon- — Barnsbury-park ; Birmingham ; 3 ar and Lincoin’ 3. 
SBE cccccscccscvercove ooo eee 











Griffith, William, Much Wenlock, Salop... 
Grundy, Thomas Scholes, Cheshunt, H 
Harrison, John Valentine, Holywell, Fi 
roan ; and Ceci 
azeland, Matthew, 
assall-road, brixtor 
Heath, Thomas, Higher Broughton, near Man ‘ ar eros 
Heyes, Ed ward Howis, Keppel-street, Kussell-square ; and P resco, Lane aste r vaveeeeneees 








Hirst, William, Shenley, Herts; Claremont-row, Islington; and Rotherham, York ........ 
Hollier, Walter Henry Jabbaye, Albert-terrace, Barnsbury-road ; and Aberdare ......... 

Hughes, Arthur, Plymouth, Devon; and Swinton-street, Gray’ S-iniN-roal oo 2.00 
Hutton, Wil iam, jun. , Warwick-street, Pimlico; and Birmine wham 

Jones, Khys Powell, Percy-circus, Pentonville .. ooeserceccoes 
Kendall, Charies, Conlult-street West, Westhourne-terrace, Hyde-park ; ee 
Kent, Alfred, St, Paul’s-road, Walworth; and Cannon-strect, City .....eccsecesecccccees 














langimnan, Henry, Wolverhampton; and Frederick-street, Gray’s-inn-road... 
Le npaett Charies, Liv erpool-stree t, Argyle-square ; and Saxmundham enews 
Leigh, Robert, Gower-place, Euston- wjuare; Bardon, Somerset; and harrington- street, 
(nkle ¥- -sjuare TTTtre ee Tere ee ve 

Lovesy , Bie hard Whithorne, College-green, Gloucester. 
Main, - Janes, Newcastle-upon-Tyne .sccssessccccces oe 
Mann, Henry Philip, High-street, Chatham, Kent ....... ce cevccsevsccecercees eoosceoce 
Marchant, Thomas William, High-street, Deptford, Kent ; New-square, ‘Line oln’ +inn Steeee 
Marr, Charlies Henry, Cayton-place, Kennington ..cscccsessceceves svecccvecoorees 
Marien, George Vvans, Manchester-iuildings, Westminster ; Liverpool ; and Birmingham 
Mayhew, Charles Frederick, Newington-place, Kennington-romud .....00+e.00 ° 

Mayo, Charles Thotnas, Wimpole-street, Cavendish-square ..c.ccccccccccecesecccccseeces 











Milnes, Ernest Swinnerton, Crown Office-row, Inner Temple; Wells-strect, Jermnyn-street $ 
Altom Manor, near Wirkeworth, Derby 5 and Half Moon-street, Viccadilly .. 
Mortimore, Wichard Hooper, Grenville-street, brunswick-square ; Alfred-stre 
gt oe “an , ae Wilts ..... see nreecrrooesersaseseeoceusesseseresoess 
1 Se South-grove, Mildmay- park, “Stoke Newington-green; and Brouk-street, 
jyper Capum 


POORER TEETER ETOH EEE E ERE EEEEETEROEDIEEEOOEIHHESHE ERE EEOOEEED 






Vedford- 





To whom articled, assigned, &c. 

K. H. Gough, Hereford; J. E. Gough, Hereford, 
my Barker, Huddersfield. 

. Bell, Bedford-row. 
W. ce Longbourne, South-square, Gray’s-inn. 
J. Blackburn, Leeds. 
G. 5. Brandon, Essex-strect. 
J. Brown, Birmingham. 
W. 5. Jones, Malmesbury. 
W. G. Powell, Bath. 
C. Cheston, Great Winchester-street. 
T. & W. Gregory, Clement’s-inn. 
J. L. Haigh, Selby. 


J. Coates, Wetherby. 

W. Collisson, Great James-street ; J. W. Taylor, Great 
James-street. 

C, H. Cooper, Cambridge. 

W. Perry, Whitehaven ; J. Postlethwaite, Whitehaven. 

F. Scudamore, Maidstone. 

G. Marsland, Bolton-le-Moors. 

J. Postlethwaite, Whitehaven. 


J. C. Fenton, Huddersfield. 

R. Darlington, Wigan. 

ht. Dawes, Throgmorton-street. 

J. W. Freshfield, jun., New Bank-buildings, 

2. Roberts, Birming gham ; ; W. M. Wilkinson, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

A. Phillips, Shiffnall. 

T. Grundy, Bury, Lane. 


W. H. Brown, Chester. 


If, Davies, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. 

Kk. Heath, sen., Manchester. 

W. Pemberton, Prescot; E. Banner, Liverpool ; L. Wright, 
Prescot. 

C. L, Coward, Rotherham ; F. J. Ridsdale, Gray’s-inn. 

ii. J. Hollier, Aberdare. 

N. Were, Plymouth. 

R. Dolphin, Birmingham. 

3. Jones, Lianelly, Carmarthen, 

W. C, Cleave, Crediton ; J. 5. Torr, Bediord-row. 

W. D. Kent, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-street ; J.T. Lusco mbe 
Cannon-street, 

ki. J. Hayes, Wolverhampton, 

A. Cavell, Saximundham. 


T. Warden, Bardon; J. Warden, Bardon. 

kK. L. Griffiths, Gloucester; W. Matthews, Gloucester, 

W. ht. Swan, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

C. Ethrington, Walbrook ; and Chatham. 

J.T. Roumieu, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 

G, Osgood, Kasinghall-street ; F. Carritt, Basinghall-st. 

dV Ae n, Liverpool, 

T. bb. Cox, Poultry. 

¥: Pp. Cobb, Old Jewry-chambers; R. Jackson, Bedford- 
row, 


J.C. Newbold, Matlock, Derby. 
J, C, Townsend, Swindon, Wilts. 


8. rhe Austin Friars; W. Cox, Pinners’-hal, Old Broad 
street. 
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Clerk's Name and Residence. 


To whom articled, assigned, &c. 


Nelson, George Hird, Upper Gloucester-place, Dorset-square ; and Alfred-place, Bedford- 


SQUATC...erecerececes beetencedes ceecccesdecss Feccdidaisaccenisacccuasuanesddacsoa 
Nicholson, Henry, Oxford-terrace, Hyde-park ; and Cloak-lane, Cannon-street West ...... 


G. B. Nelson, Leeds; A. T. Upton, Austin Friars. 
T. W. Nelson, Cloak-lane. 


Norman, John, Duncan-terrace, Islington ; Cockermouth, Cumberland ; and Guildford-street, 


Middlesex ...sscccccccccces Cob sveccsiseccoeedbersercccacesccccccescccsetenceseessss 
North, John, Leeds; and Keppel-street........cecccccescccesccccccccccsccccccescsecece 


E. Waugh, Cockermouth 
Payne & Co., Leeds; W. North, Leeds. 


Parsons, Frederick William, Bernard-street, Brunswick-square ; Lloyd-square, Pentonville ; 


Bedford-square ; and Nottingham .........+ss0++ bitch db dees dvisedaduepesdenheene 
Perkins, Thomas, Southampton-row, Russell-square ; and Ross and Aston, Ingham, Hereford 


Plummer, William, Bristol........... ware 


Porter, Richard, Ipswich, Suffolk ; and Lansdowne-terrace, Hornsey...... Cecccescesecccce 


Presswell, George Jardine, Totnes, Devon; and Windsor-terrace, Vauxhall-road, Pimlico .. 


William Parsons, Nottingham. 

W. H. Collins, Ross. 

G. L. King, Bristol. 

F, Hayward, Needham Market, Suffolk; S. Westhorp, 
Ipswich. 

G. Presswell, Totnes. 









Rye, George, Liverpool ; Guildford-street ; and Percy-circus, Pentonville .......... «sees HH. Jenkins, Liverpool. 

Rammell, Harby, Webster-villa, New Barnet ...... ve - _ J. 5. Burn, Copthall-court. 

Reade, Henry Lister, Congleton ; and Bucklersbury .........ecceeeeccccecccccceceescess G. Reade, Congleton; G. F. Hudson, Bucklersbury. 
Sadd, William, jun., Coslany-street, St. Mary, Norwich.......cccceseccscccccccsceccecees W. L. Mendham, Norwich. 

Savery, William, Bartlett’s-buildings, Holborn......... kncheavkevewkacasecncaudengeeanee J. G. Langham, Hastings ; and Bartlett’s-buildings. 
Singleton, James, Edwardes-square, Kensington ..........cceeeceeceeeccecevenceseeeeses W. T. Carlisle, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Suckling, Alfred William, Birmingham ; and Chancery-lane ......--+.++eseeeeeeees e-..- J. Suckling, Birmingham. 





Sylvester, William, City of Lincoln; and Alford, Lincoln 


Temple, Anthony, Guildford-street, Leamington Priors ; and South-square, Gray’s-inn .... 


Trevenen, Arthur Bingham, Essex-street, Strand; and Cambridge-street, Eccleston-square 


Wainewright, Robert Ernest, B.A., Compton-terrace, Islington 
Wake, Charles Staniland, Gloucester-street, Queen’s-square ; 






T. Bourne, Alford. 

A.S. Field, Leamington Priors ; T. Westall, Sonth-square 
Gray’s-inn. 

P. Nelson, Essex-street. 

R. A. Wainewright, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


DO SRM HOMD 6c Cl uaverierereevicctaveudaleteecvsadacetenctiossqaéeecd A. Atkinson, jun., M.A., Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Warner, Powell, Highbury-terrace, Middlesex ; and Colchester, Essex .............-0e000: E. Futvoye, John-street, Bedford-row. 
White, Robert Holmes, Stanhope-place, Hyde-park ........++ee00- dtereee ¢cacuataun «+» dJ.M. White, Whitehall-place, 


Easter TERM, 1858, PURSUANT TO JUDGE'S ORDER. 
Hutchinson, Edward, The Mount, York; Chester-terrace, Eaton-square; Cranley-place, 


Onslow-square, Brompton ...... 


Phillips, John Palmer, Edgbaston ; and Furnival’s-inn ............++ ev ccccccceccccccece 


G. Leeman, York. 
T. Martineau, Birmingham. 





BRebiew. 





A Concise Treatise on the Principles of Equity Pleading. By 
C. S. Drewry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. London: Butter- 
worths. 1858. 

We never think it fair to condemn a book because its scope is 
less extensive than we should have thought desirable, and, 
therefore, before making any remarks on the manner in which 
Mr. Drewry has performed his task, we will explain in his own 
language the limits which he has thought fit to impose upon 
himself. He tells us, in his Preface, that since the recent re- 
forms in the system of equity pleading, the want has been 
much felt, especially among the younger members of the pro- 
fession and students, of a concise exposition of the principles 
and general rules of equity pleading. Lord Redesdale’s 
Treatise, we are told, has become in great part inapplicable, 
and likely to confuse rather than enlighten the inexperienced 
pleader. Mr. Drewry accordingly offers the present little book 
as an elementary treatise, intended for the information of 
students and young and inexperienced pleaders, and not for the 
veterans of the outer bar. 

Now what are the essential conditions of an~ elementary 
treatise? We should imagine clearness and accuracy to be 
two of the most important, and we are obliged to say that in 
these respects the work is much better adapted for the veterans 
referred to than for the student who has not the knowledge 
necessary to correct palpable blunders, and to clear up vague 


it a light matter that definitions offered for the guidance o 


; Students should be stuffed with self-evident axioms in the place 


' of legal doctrines, but our complaint is more than one of form. 


The definition is plainly meant as an exhaustive one. No 
student, é.e., no sufficiently ignorant student, could avoid draw- 
ing the conclusion that the only cases in which a bill could be 
filed were those where a defendant had done an equitable injury 
to an equitable right of the plaintiff. In fact, at pp. 11 & 12, 
this condition, precedent to the commencement of a suit, is 
again solemnly and earnestly impressed on the student’s mind. 
But what is the fact? Why, that the greater part of the bills 
filed in Chancery are not for the redress of wrongs at all, but 
simply for the administration of trusts. We should like to 
know how Mr. Drewry could bring within his definition a bill 
filed by executors to obtain the opinion of the Court on the 
construction of a doubtful will,and to secure to themselves a pro- 
tection against the consequences of error, which they can obtain 
in no other way. 

In fact, except that administration suits are incidentally 
noticed in a few passages, and that the term occurs in the de- 
scription of a petition set out in the appendix, there is not a 
trace that we can find of any recognition of the administrative 
functions of the Court of Chancery. Certainly, any inex- 
perienced reader would gather from Mr. Drewry’s pages that it 
was not competent to file a bill for administration of trusts un- 
less there were some specific wrong to be redressed. Again, it 
is equally incorrect to say that the right to be vindicated must 
be “a right within the jurisdiction;” that is to say, this dogma 


obscurities. From beginning to end the book is full of inaccu- | is either incorrect or absolutely meaningless. If Mr. Drewry 
racies. ‘Take the first sentence of Chap. I, in which Mr. | calls a right one “within the jurisdiction” in every case where a 


Drewry tries his hand at a definition of the persons entitled to 
sue in equity. Here it is in ipsissimis verbis:—“ Every subject 
of the British Crown, and every person, whether a subject of 
the British Crown or not, is entitled to sue in equity in his 
Own person or vicariously in respect of equitable injury 
to an equitable right accrued or accruing to the 
plaintiff within the jurisdiction of the Court; that is, 
to lay ground for a suit there must be in the plaintiff an equit- 





Court will exercise jurisdiction over it, we admit the truth of 
his self-evident proposition, and only regret that he should have 
striven to mislead his readers by putting a statement which says 
nothing into so dogmatic a form. But if the clause has a mean- 
ing—#. e¢., if it is intended to lay down the rule that the Court 
will not iaterfere unless the right in question arises within the 
local limits of the Court’s jurisdiction—then we must offer Mr. 
Drewry the other horn of the dilemma, and ask him how he 
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able right within the jurisdiction and an equitable injury done | accounts for cases where the right of the plaintiff, on which the 
to it; and the person committing the injury must be either | whole suit has been founded, has been a title to land out of the 
Within or subject to the jurisdiction, otherwise the Court of | local jurisdiction of the Court? We suppose Mr. Drewry has 
Chancery will not interfere.” ‘This is as bad as it well could | heard of such ancient cases as Toller y. Carteret and the like, 
be. It is hardly worth while to notice objections to the form | and that he does not mean to dispute their authority now that 
and language when the substance is utterly wrong; but what is | the Court has acted on them for a century and a half. Now, it 
the purpose of describing all persons whatsoever by the peri- | may be thought rather harsh criticism to seize upon an unlucky 


phrasis, “ every subject of the British Crown, and every person, 
whether a subject of the British Crown or not?” It would be 
4s sensible to say, “ All women, and all persons, whether women 
or not, are entitled to sue in equity.” Again, what does the 
last clause of the definition amount to except this—“ A court 
of equity will not exercise jurisdiction except where it has 
Jurisdiction"—a proposition neither newer nor more instructive 


| definition, and pull it to pieces, however well it may de- 
| serve such treatment, and we would admit the charge of 


excessive severity if the definition were an isolated piece of 
blundering. But the character of the book is the same 
throughout, and there is really nothing to correct the fhise im. 
pression which the student would carry away with him from 
a perusal of Mr. Drewry's opening. For an illustration of a 


than the dogma that two and two make four, We do not think 





different kind of inaccuracy we have only to turn over one 























page. There we find the following passage, which has the 
merit of being free from obscurity, and is only objectionable 
as being directly contrary to the real fact :— 

“ The Crown sues not by, but in the name of the Attorney-General ; that 
is, the Attorney-General is the actual plaintiff on the record—{so far our 
author is right enough] ;—but the Attorney-General only sues on the in- 
formation of some other person, who is termed the relator, generally the 
person or persons principally interested in the right and aggrieved by the 
wrong done. ‘his also is a rule of practice rather than of pleading, in 
order that there may be a person on the record as plaintiff, who shall be 
answerable in costs if the Crown has been wrongly informed. <A bill by the 
Attorney-General is not called a bill, but an information.” 

The italics are Mr. Drewry’s. We need scarcely say that all 
this is wrong. Most of our readers, we presume, will be aware 
of the fact, that the Attorney-General does file ex-officio informa- 
tions, without being informed by any relator; and that the prac- 
tice of proceeding by relation is resorted to only in those cases 
where the Attorney-General does not think an ex-officio informa- 
tion called for. Gentlemen who have never heard of ex-ofticio in- 
formations ought not to print books upon the subject for the in- 
struction of inexperienced students. The author appears to have 
evolved the facts he mentions out of his own consciousness. He is 
struck by the use of the word information, and having a lively 
fancy, associates it at once with the information given by the 
relator to the law officer. To support this ingenious derivation 
of the term, it is necessary to assume that there is a relator in 
every case; so down the statement is put without the smallest 
reference to the real truth. The curious thing is, that the 
will-o’-the-wisp which led the author astray—his unlucky 
derivation—is itself as erroneous as his law. A bill by the 
Attorney-General is called an information, because that highly 
dignified officer does not cvondescend “ humbly complaining to 
show,” but takes upon himself the character of an informant of 
the Chancellor, instead of that of an humble orator, as the style 
of bills used to run. All this is milk for babes, which even the 
uninstructed readers for whom Mr. Drewry professes to write 
will be likely to have acquired in the earliest days of their 
studentship, or, at any rate, on their first perusal of the treatise 
of Lord Redesdale, which Mr. Drewry has declared to be so 
confusing. 

From the passages we have noticed owr readers will have 
seen that Mr. Drewry, though modestly professing “only to 
state matter well known to experienced practitioners,” has, in 
fact, been successful in introducing a good deal that is new into 
his book. The same desire to startle by the discovery of novel 
points of pleading and practice may be traced throughout the 
work. The difficulty which has so often arisen about cross- 
examining a defendant on his answer, in cases where the cause 
is set down regularly for a hearing and not on motion for 
decree, is pleasantly got over by a general statement that it is 
quite unnecessary to except, because under the new practice a 
defendant may be cross-examined on his answer, a rule which 
we agree with Mr. Drewry would be very convenient, if only 
it were to be found in the statutes or the orders of the Court. 
Uniortunately, it is not there. We like our author’s anti-tech- 
nical style of proceeding, and concur in his opinion that to 
except to an answer on technical grounds is a very useless 
course. We think it equally useless, except in special cases, to 
insert in a bill the old technical charge as to books and papers, 
which Mr. Drewry very incorrectly says is always inserted. 
It is quite unnecessary, as the corresponding interrogatory may 
be filed, and must be answered, whether the charge be in the 
bill or not, and the practice of the best draftsmen is to omit 
the technical charge, except where there are some specific docu- 
ments as to which it is desirable to call attention and get a 
categorical answer. But we need not dwell on little matters of 
this kind, which are only interesting as showing that the details 
of the work have been filled in on the same principle which 
governs its general framework. 


oe ae . 
Cases in the Probate Court. 


Points OF PRACTICE DECIDED. 

In the Goods of Galan, and in the Goods of Clarke, 6 W. R. 307. 

The application to the Court in the case of Gallan was for 
administration, with the will annexed; but the only writings 
which could be produced as the will were two detached sheets 
of paper, which bore internal evidence of being part of a will 
only, being in themselves without commencement or conclu- 
sion, and neither of them being executed or attested, as required 
by the Wills Act, though they bore the signature of the de- 
ceased and of two witnesses. ‘The application was rejected by the 
Court. In the case of Clarke, the will sought to be proved was 
executed by the testator’s mark; both of the attesting witnesses 
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were dead, and the will was produced out of the custody of the 
applicant, who was named executor therein. The objection to 
the will was, that against the mark was written, in the hand- 
writing of one of the attesting witnesses, the maiden instead of 
the married name of the testatrix. The executor, however, 
swore, that he believed this to have been a clerical error; and 
Sir C. Cresswell allowed probate to go as desired, observing that 
the execution satisfied the Wills Act, and could not be vitiated 
by what some one else wrote against the mark. 


> -—-- 


Cases inthe Diborce & Matrimonial 
Court. 


Points OF PRACTICE DECIDED. 


Anon. 6 W. R. 222; Rowbotham v. Rowbotham, id. 328; 
Evans v. Evans, id. 356. 

In reference to the proper parties to a petition for the dissolu- 
tion of marriage, it has been decided by the first of the above cases 
that the circumstance of a husband having recovered damages 
and costs against an adulterer is not such a “special ground” 
as contemplated by 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, s. 28, so as to justify 
him in making such adulterer a co-respondent with the wife, 
As to the service of the citation in a suit for dissolution, the case 
of Rowbotham v. Rowbotham shows that the Court will be ex- 
tremely unwilling to allow any service whatever to be sub- 
stituted for that which is bond fide personal. Indeed, the judge 
intimated that he had great doubt whether he had any power, 
sitting as judge ordinary, to accede to any such application, 
although his attention was called to a case in which the House 
of Lords allowed service of the proceedings for a divorce to be 
served on the attorney of the husband, who was a transported 
felon undergoing his sentence abroad. In the case under dis. 
cussion, there was reason to suppose that the husband was in 
New York, and the judge ordinary recommended a copy of the 
citation to be sent out to some agent there, with instructions to 
endeavour to serve it personally, and that it should be returned 
to this country with an affidavit of service, or that the person 
cited could not be found. It was also observed by the Court, 
that the form of citation at preseut authorised, only contem- 
plated service in England; as, in analogy to a writ of summons, 
it requires appearance within eight days from the time of 
service. The form required is clearly that of the writ of sum- 
mons given by the Common Lay Procedure Act, 1852, to meet 
the case of a defendant residing abroad, and in which the time 
of appearance is made proportionable to the distance from Eng- 
land. ‘The third case above mentioned has reference to the 
proper heading of a petition for dissolution, which, it appears, 
should be addressed to “the Court for Divorce and Matrimo- 
nial Causes,” and not to “the judge ordinary,” as indicated by 
No. 8 of the forms annexed to the general rules. 

—__—@—___—_—— 


Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 

Srrrincs at Nist Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right 
Honourable Joun Lord CAMPBELL, Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty's 
Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after Easter TERM, 1858. 

IN TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 

Ist Sitting .... Friday ....April 16 | Ist Sitting .. Wednesday .. April 21 

2nd Sitting .... Friday....April 23 | 2nd Sitting .. Wednesday .. April 28 

3rd Sitting .... Friday ....April 30 

For undefended causes only. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
MOMAY 00 sc vcasdosviegeese May 10 | Thursday .......-...0- eee May 13 
The Court will sit at Ten o’clock every day. 

The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 
ing each of such sitting days. 


Exchequer of Pleas. 

Srrrmncs at Nist Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right 
Honourable Sir Freperick Potiock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of her 
Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and after Easter TERM, 1858, 

IN TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 

Ist Sitting .... Friday .... April 16 | Ist Sitting .. Wednesday .. April 21 

2nd Sitting .... Friday.... April 23 | 2nd Sitting .. Wednesday .. April 28 

4rd Sitting .... Friday.... April 30 


AFTER TERM. 








Middlesex. London, 
Alonday ......seeeeeeeee .. May 10 | Thursday ..........++++++ May 13 
The Court will sit, during and after Term, at Ten o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Prins, in Term, by adjourament 
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from day to day, until the causes entered for the respective Middlesex sit- 
tings are d of. 

In each of the London sittings, during Term, there will be two days for 
the trial of causes. 


~~ 
> 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


ABBOTT—On Mar. 7, at West-hill, Wandsworth, the wife of F. G. Abbott, 
Esq., of a son. 

| Mar. 8, at 57 Inverness-terrace, the wife of John Bridge, 

Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

KENNEY-~On Mar. 8, at Queen’s-terrace, Bayswater, the wife of Charles 
Lamb Kenney, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

LEWIS—On Feb. 25, at Motcombe House, East Moulsey, Surrey, the wife 
of Edward Lewis, Esq., Solicitor, of 22 Great Marlborough-street, 
Regent-street, of a daughter. 

PICKERING—On Mar. 6, at Upper Grosvenor-street, the wife of Percival 
Pickering, Esq., Q.C., of a son. 

SELWYN—On Mar. 7, ‘at 63 Chester-square, the wife of C. Jasper Selwyn, 
Esq., Q.C., of Richmond, Surrey, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

HOME—SPIERS—On Mar. 9, at Whitehouse, near Edinburgh, Sir George 
Home, Bart., of Blackadder, to Ann Oliphant, only child of the late 
Graham Spiers, Esq., Advocate, Sheriff of Midlothian. 

OLDFIELD—ROOKE—On Mar. 9, at the Congregational Chapel, City- 
road, by the Rev. W. S. Edwards, Samuel Oldfield, Esq., of Hull, to 
Mary Frances, eldest daughter of Thomas James Rooke, Esq., of High- 
bury, London, 





DEATHS. 
BANKES—On Feb. 27, at Tattershall, Langley L. Bankes, Esq., Solicitor, 
56. 


COPEMAN—On Feb, 25, ey, Charlotte, wife of Henry Copeman, of 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Solicito: 

DACIE—On Mar. 3, at Patene William Scudamore Dacie, Esq., Solicitor, 
of King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-street, aged 78. 

JACKSON—On Mar. 6, aged 63, after four days’ illness, Lucy Ann, wife of 
Robert Jackson, of 13 Gower-street, Bedford-square, and 41 Bedford-row, 
London, Solicitor. 

JONES—On Mar. 8, at 40 Craven-hill-gardens, Hyde-park, of spasmodic 
croup, Robert Harrisson, second son of Henry Cadman Jones, Barrister- 
at-Law, aged 2 years and 8 months. 

JUPP—On Mar. 7, at Blackheath, aged 11 months, Alfred Joseph, the infant 
son of Edward Basil J upp, Esq. 

KNOCKER—On Mar. 3, George Butler, and on Mar. 4, Edward Acworth, 
the infant twin sons of E, Newman Knocker, Esq., of Hythe, Kent. 

SARGANT—On Mar. 5, Mary, widow of the late William Sargant, Esq., 
Solicitor, Sheffield, Yorkshire. 

SLOPER—On Mar. 9, at his residence, Cambrian-road, Richmond, of bron- 
chitis, John Sloper, Esq., late of Clapham-park, Surrey, in the 76th year 
of his 

THORPE On Feb. 26, at Halton, Hastings, Harriett, relict of the late 
William Thorpe, Esq., Solicitor, of Hastings, aged 72. 

THURSTANS—On Mar. 2, at Newport, Salop, Elizabeth, widow of the late 
Mr. Thurstans, Solicitor, of the same place. 

WOOD—On Mar. 2, at Dover, in the 63rd year of his age, John Wood, Esq., 
of Melton-hall, Suffolk, coroner for the Liberty of St, Etheldred, an office 
held by the family since 1753. 


+> 
@Bnelaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the foll Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless “other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Cuurton, Rev. Rateu, Brazen Nose College, Oxford, £3,850 Consols.— 
Claimed by Rev. Tuomas TowNsEND Cuurron, the surviving executor. 
JARMAN, THOMAS, Farmer, Stoke Newington, and ANN JARMAN, his wife, 
£200 New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Mary AGAR Driver, widow, 
sole executrix of THomas Driver, sole executor of ANN JARMAN, the 

survivor, 

RUSSELL, Rev. Joun, Devonshire-sq., Bishopsgate ; RaLPH Price, Esq., Wil- 
liam-st., Blackfriars; and Joun Lasoucuere, Esq., Birchin-lane, £180 
Consols.—Claimed by Jonn RussetL, Raven Price, and Joun Lazovu- 
CHERE, 

ScakMAN, ELEANOR, sen. Widow, Pembroke-sq., Kensington, ' £231: 16 
New Three per Cents. —Claimed by Ropert Joun Asuton, administrator. 

Turner, Toomas Goprrey, and JAMES BELL, Merchants, Gibraltar, £424 
Consols,— aimed by JAMES BELL, the survivor. 


—_——-—~>-———- 
Heirs at Law and Next of Hin. 


Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Hockey, Surgeon, 45 Leonard-st., Shoreditch, 1833. His representative 
. apply, by letter, to E. C. D., Deacon’s Reading Rooms, 154 Leaden- 

all-st. 

Livick, J., who left San Francisco, California, on Aug. 20, 1857, and was 
probably lost in the Central America, which foundered on the 12th of 
Sept. last off Cape Hattrass. His representatives to address J. G. Trounce, 
6 Orchard-st., Clarence-rd., Kentish-town. 

Moraans, EVAN, Master Mariner, New Quay, Llanlluchairn, Cardiganshire 
(who died in May, 1853). His next of kin living at the time of his de- 
cease, or their personal representatives, to come in and prove their 
claims. Re E. Morgans’ estate, Davies v. Evans, V. C. Stuart. Last day 
Sor Proof, April 14, 

Morgans, Morgan, Master Mariner, New Quay, Lianlluchairn, Cardigan- 
shire (who died in Aug., 1856). His next of kin living at the time of his 
death, or their personal representatives, to come in and prove their claims. 
Re M. — estate, Davies v. Evans, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for 
Proof, April 14. 

ba > Sa, Esq., bn Arlington-st., Goanton- toms, whe aot on Dee. 7, 

next of kin to to Hi Revell Reynolds Treas’ 
Chambers, Whi pply to Henry yn Sq. ury 








Money Market. 


CITY, Fripay Eventne. 

The English funds have been dull the most part of the week, 
but on Tuesday there was considerable excitement, and an ad- 
vance in price, strengthened by a report of some concession on 
the part of the French Government, which, however, has been 
negatived by the publication of the substance of an expected 
pamphlet relative to the grievances alleged against this country. 
The advance established on Tuesday has consequently been 
lost, and the closing price of Consols this afternoon is 96% to 
96%, or not more than } per cent. above this day week. The 
demand for discount at the Bank continues very moderate. 

The unsettled feeling in regard to foreign politics, and the 
account of insurrectionary movements in France, published in 
the Moniteur of yesterday, check animation in all branches of 
business, and give occasion to much anxiety. Foreign securities 
have been in fair request. 

From the Bank of England returns for the week ending the 
10th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£19,497,505, being a decrease of £545,885; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £17,7 13,242, showing an increase 
of £95,959 when compared with the previous return. 

The announced arrivals of gold during the week amount to 
nearly £800,000. The deficient supply of the precious metals 
so generally felt throughout Europe four months back is now 
changed into abundance. The Bank of France no longer pays 
a& premium on gold. The National Bank of Vienna, which 
has suspended specie payments ever since the Hungarian war, 
will be in a position to resume at the end of the present year. 
The stock of bullion in the Bank of Hamburgh has increased 
to £10,000,000, and is expected steadily to augment. 

The liquidators of the Liverpool Borough Bank have given 
notice that they are prepared to pay £50,000 of the promissory 
notes of the bank, due on the 27th of April, under discount at 
the rate of 3} per cent. per annum. At the recent meeting of 
the shareholders of this bank, one of the directors stated a cir- 
cumstance which indeed has been sufficiently obvious, but not, 
perhaps, publicly mentioned before. He said he had been the 
youngest member at the board, and found it was a common 
custom for all the “outside” directors, that is, all except the 
managing commmittee, to be kept in the dark with regard to 
the most important proceedings of the establishment; and this 
is not the only bank in the kingdom where the “ outside” di- 
rectors know little or nothing at all. 

A report to the shareholders of the Bank of France has 
lately been presented by the governor, relative to the operations 
of the year 1857. It is stated that that year was one of the 
most agitated the commercial world in France has ever had to 
encounter. The rate of discount has been modified nine times 
during the year. The bullion purchased in 1856 amounted to 
about £22,500,000, and in 1857 increased to £22,700,000. The 
rate of premium paid for bullion was lower in 1857 than in 
1856; consequently the amount of premiums on the purchase of 
bullion in 1857 amounted to about £187,000, against £295,000 
paid in 1856. It thus appears that the bank paid during these 
two years about £480,000 to procure the sum of nearly 
£45,000,000 sterling of the precious metals. And yet it has 
barely succeeded in maintaining in its coffers an amount in 
proportion with its engagements. It was, in fact, the demand of 
the bank for gold that gave rise to operations on a very extensive 
scale, which consisted in reselling to the bank the bullion 
which had been drawn from it. Since December last no 
premium has been paid for bullion. The losses of the bank in 
1857 have been scarcely anything. 

The competition between the London and North-western and 
Great Northern Railways in respect to the traffic between 
Manchester and London continues, and seems to be aggravated 
by the arrangements of the Warrington and Stockport Rail- 
way Company for a new route to London. This competition is 
carried on with great asperity: the property at stake is forty 
millions at least. Not only is the interest of shareholders in 
this vast amount endangered, but the confidence of the 
public generally in railway stock must be greatly shaken. 
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Railway Stock. 























Raltwars. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. June..} .. oe 724 71 [xd] .. 
— and Exeter .... i: ales ‘si ps + 1 {91 i? oe 
OUOMIEN so. ccccrcees 9445 42194 2% 33/934 3 44) 94 94 934 23 
Chester and Holyhead..| 39 39 Fy a 4 ° 4 el i 
East Anglian...... ee «-(xd) ..[{xd) ..[xd] ..[xd] 17 
Eastern Counties ...... 594 F xd]594 $60} 59} 60) 593 4 | 594-9 [58 xd 
Eastern Union A. Stock.} .. oo - oe ee oe 
Ditto B. Stock ....] .. oo -o[xd} 334 | 3283] 324 
East Lancashire ......} .. |91 xd | 92 13 |914 xd] .. ‘eo 
Edinburgh and Glasgow| .. ae a ae 654 644 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee} .. 233] .. 284 28 oe 
Glasgow & South-Westn.} .. re oe -[xd} ..[xd] ..[xd 
Great Northern ...... 1013 xd]... | 102% 4/103 24 4102 124 
Ditto A. Stock ....} .. a ai --[xd} ..[xdj904 xd 
Ditto B. Stock .... {12% 7 126 7 | 127 64 126 xd 
- om & West. (Ire.) ee ..(xd! ..[xd Ts {xd 
reat Western ........ 59 59} x 4/593 260) 5981594 $ 83/58. f 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk. i ai mt He ee | ok 4 i [x 4 
Lancashire & Yorkshire|92 1#21}92 1 7 92 13 23,928 f 2 og ; 914 13 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast lor 1064 73/106 74! 1074 7 | 106% 3] 1064 6 
London & North-Wstrn..|964 x d|/964 x d|974 x d/96§ x d x d/95$ xd 
London & South-Westrn.|9 v ~~ ve x d/934 x d|/93 xd ol: dj9l xd 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln.. 394 |395 404/398 4 40 49 
MND sc obsckccesecen oni alos x 4/99 rail Yard t Pet xd 
Ditto Birm. & Derby|71 xd il xd) ..{xd . oe 
PEE ecucwonsanes ce b 63 xd|63 xd 624 x d ee 
North British ... 52% | 53 2} |52} 2 4) 52h 52h 2 j513 3 F 
North- -Eastern (Birwk.)) 95 x d 1943 x d/949 x d/94} x d/93§ x di925 xd 
ao —_ Sivoo Siita -[xdi4 xd] ..[xd/ 48 xd|48 xd 
Mo: Bork scscsee «784 x a|784 9 8| 78-7 $177 764 6 4/76 xd 
North London ........ sie i es ; sd ; a “A 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| .. 324 ed 32 32 32 
Scottish Central ...... oe edad Sage 4 oe ee 112 11 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.| .. an dan ee ae 263 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.} .. set ART ee 
Shropshire Union......} .. . 48 48} 474 
South Devon .......... 364 xd x ° -» 136 xd) 36 xd 
South-Eastern ........ 7134 74 . t 714 x aj714 x dj 71 70% 693 xd 
South Wales .......... «-[{xd} 81 x d |80; =a 8l xd ae xd 
Vale of Neath ....... adh ee oo «=| of {100 xd agen 
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Sat. | Mon. | Tues. ' "Wea. | Thur. | Fri. 


| 
! 1 

Bank Stock ....... ooo} 2368 | 327 6 (2963 53} .. | .. oe 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...! 6 ; si ay aa ne os 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... -| 968 4 1968 96347 96% 7 | 963 6 

New 3 per Cent. Ann.. “pet $7 seal de - , SS % rd 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.., .. as a ee 804 
5 per Cent. Annuities . 7 hell ° 
— Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, : 

1360 











oeeeaseverensts ° e 1 13-16; .. 
~ ~~ years(exp.Oct. 1 

Netaaipale Delain ‘ Pome cer ae 
De, ‘30 years (exp.Jan. 55) | | 

| 

De, 30 years (exp.Apr. 5,| | | | 
aa” nec. Lm eBBle Mic so euct onde a 
India Bonds (£1,000) ° 25s. p. | 30s. p. | '30327s p, 30s. p. 






Do. (under sme ga 25s30sp .. | 27s.p.! .. 25s. p. 
Exch. Bills (£1,000)... | 40s. p. 398428 p 42s40sp 398428 p\39s42sp 41s. p. 
Exch. Bills (£500) ....; .. | 428. p. 40843sp 39842s p, 38s. p. ; 42s. p. 
Exch, Bills(Small) ....42s39sp 42839s p 438408 p, esi | 42s, al 40s. p. 
Do. (Advertised) . 771398388 p 429388 P, { es 
— Bonds, 1858, “34 








appara ty 100} |. | 1004 | 4 ” 
ech. Bonds, 1859, 34, | | 
PM Seccesorses 101k % 100} | 101g | 101} oe 
———— 


London Gasettes. 


New fAembers of Parliament. 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858, 

Bonorcu or Kixc’s Lyxx~.—The Right Hon. Edward Henry Stanley, com- 
monly called Lord Stanley, one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of 
State. 

Borovens or Betrast.—Hugh M‘Calmont Cairns, Esq., of 79 Eaton-pl., 
Her Majesty's Solicitor-General. 

Crry or Cuicnester.—The Hon. Henry George Charles Gordon Lennox, 
commonly called Lord Henry George Charles Gordon Lennox, of Port- 
land-pl., one of the Lords of the Treasury. 

Covsty or Witts.— Norruern Division.— The Right Hon. Thomas Henry 
Sutton Sotheron Estcourt, of Estcourt, in the county of Gloucester, Pre- 
sident of the Poor Law Board. 

Cousty or Oxrorp.—The Right Hon. Joseph Warner Henley, President of 
the Committee of Privy Council for Trade and Plantations. 

County or Surroux.—Easteas Division.—Sir Vitzroy Kelly, Knt., Her 
Majesty's Attorney-General. 

Cocwry or Sravvowp.—Norturan Diviston.—The Right Hon. Charles 
Bowyer Adderley, Vice-President of the Committee of Privy Council for 
FAucation. 

County or Leicestex.—Nontuean Divisiox.—The Right Hon, John 





James Robert Manners, commonly called Lord John Manners, Chief 
Commissioner of Works and Buildings. 

County oF BuckincHAM.—The Right Hon. Benjamin Disraeli, of Hughen- 
don Manor, Bucks, Chancellor and Under Treasurer of Her Majesty’ s 
Exchequer. 

Fripay, Afar. 12, 1858. 

County oF SaLop.—SouTHERN Drvision.—Right Hon. Orlando George 
Charles Bridgeman, commonly called Viscount Newport, Vice-Cham- 
berlain of her Majesty’s Household. 

Borouch oF ENNISKILLEN.—James Whiteside, Esq., Mountjoy-square, 
Dublin, her Majesty’s Attorney-General for Ireland. 

County OF NoRTHUMBERLAND.—NoRTHERN Drviston.—Algernon George 
Perey, commonly called Lord Lovaine, one of the Lords of the Ad- 
miralty. 

County oF Dusiin.—Lieut.-Col. Thomas Edward Taylor, one of the Lords 
of the Treasury, and Lord High Treasurer of Ireland. 


Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
Fripay, Mar. 12, 1858. 
HostacGE, Joun, Gent., Chester.—March 5 


Bankrupts 
Tuespay, Mar, 9, 1858. 

CALLOW, Joseru, Ribbon and Trimming Manufacturer, Coventry. Com, 
Balguy: Mar. 26 and April 16, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols. Holt, Coventry ; or Powell & Son, Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 6, 

DUFTY, Ricnarp, Market Gardener, Barbourne, Claines, Worcestershire. 
Com. Balguy: Mar. 25 and April 15, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass, 
Whitmore. Sols, Finch, Worcester; or E. & H. Wright, Birmingham, 
Pet. Mar. 2. 

DUNTON, JosEru, Cattle and Sheep Salesman, Hoddesdon, Herts. Com. 
Fonblanque: Mar. 20, at 12; and April 16, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ags. Stansfeld. Sol. Bridger & Collins, 37 King William-st. Pet. Mar. 5, 

GARRETT, Lewis, Licensed Victualler, 30 Hart-st., Bloomsbury, and of 
the Globe Public-house, Cross-st., Chelsea, also of Silver-st., Bloomsbury, 
Com. Evans: Mar. 19, at 12; and April 17, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sol. Apps, South- -sq., Gray’s-inn. et. Mar. 5. 

GWYER, Epmunp, African Merchant, Bristol (Gwyer & Son). Com. Hill: 
Mar. 22 and April 20, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sols. Abbott, 
Lucas, & Leonard, Albion-chambers, Bristol. Pet. Mar. 1. 

HEMMING, Atrrep Jones, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. Com. 
Balguy: Mar. 26 and April 16, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols. Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. /et. Mar. 6. 

HILL, AsrauamM, & Tuomas HILL, Stone Merchants, Heaton Quarries, 
Bradford, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: Mar. 23, at 12.30; and April 20, at 
12; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Terry, Watson, 
& Watson, Bradford; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 2. 

HOULISTON, ALExanDER, Cook and Confectioner, 8 Park-ter., Park-rd., 
Regent’s-park. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 22 and April 26, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Rodwell, 68 Connaught-ter., Edge- 
ware-rd. Pet. Mar. 8 

NOBLE, Francis, jun., Linen Draper, Brighouse, Halifax. Com. Ayrton: 
Mar. 30, at 11.30; and April 26, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. 
Ass. Hope. Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Mar, 8. 

POWELL, Tuomas, Brass Founder, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: Mar. 22 
and April 12, at 10; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Fitter & 
Warden, Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 4. 

REEVES, Emma, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: Mar. 
25 and April 15, at 11.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. Webb, 
Birmingham. Pet. Feb. 22. 

ROBERTS, Owen, Draper and Grocer, Bangor, Carnarvonshire. Com. 
Perry: Mar. 30 and April 26,at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Cazenove. 
Sols. Haigh & haa oe Liverpool ; Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, 
Manchester. Pet. Feb. 2 

SHAW, Georce, whi tha Leeds. Com. West: Mar. 25 and April 22, 
at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Dibb, Atkin- 
son, & Piper, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 6. 

TURNER, Henry, Maltster, Warsop, Nottinghamshire. Com. West: Mar. 
27 and May 1, at 10; Council-hall, Shettield. Off. Ass. Brewin. Sols. 
Shacklock, Mansfield ; or Blackwell, Sheffield. Pet. Feb. 27. 

WHITWORTH, Josrepn, & Bensamin Wurrwortu, Blanket Manufacturers, 
Dewsbury Moor, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Com. West: Mar. 19 and April 
23, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Scholes 
& Son, Dewsbury ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 5. 

WOOD, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler and Screw Bolt Manufacturer, Dar- 
laston, Staffordshire. Com. Balguy: Mar. 20 and April 10, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Bayley, Wednesbury ; or James 
& Knight, Birmingham. Vet. Mar. 4. 


Frmay, Mar. 12, 1858. 

BARKER, Wii1aM, Earthenware Manufacturer, Longton, Staffordshire. 
Com. Balguy : Mar, 25 and April 15, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. 
Kinnear. Sols. W. & KK. Clarke, Longton; or James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham. Pet. Mar. 4. 

BROADBRIDGE, Epwarp, Upholsterer, 37, 38, & 39 Ship-st., Brighton. 
Com. Evans: Mar. 23, at 11; and April 22, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. ~<a -_ ‘Linklaters & Hackwood, Walbrook. ‘Pel. Sor 
Arrgun, Jan. 

COLTHARD, Ag Ann, Lodging and Boarding House Keeper, 23 Glou- 
cester-crescent North, Paddington. Com. Fonblanque : Mar. 20, at 12.30; 
and April 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Stansfeld, Sol. Taylor, 
15 South-st., Finsbury-sq. /’et. Mar. 6. 

FEENY, JAMES, Ship Store Dealer, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Mar. 29 and 
April 26, at 12; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Morgan. Sol. Rymer, Harrington- 
st., Liverpool. "Pet. Mar. 11. 

FRANCIS, Joun Spencer, Baker, late of Great Waltham, Essex, then of 
Wethersfield, now of Castle Headingham, Innkeeper. Com. Fane: Mar. 
25, at 12; and April 23, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. 
Marsden, 4 Sise-lane. Pet. Mar. 11 

GLASSON, Joun, Steam Boiler Maker, Newark-upon-Trent. Conv. Bal- 
guy: Mar. 25, and April 13, at 10.30; Shireltall, Nottingham. Off. As 
Harris. Sol. T ‘weed, Lincoln. Pet. Feb. 23. 

IZARD, Joun, Hosier, 72 King’s-rd., Brighton. Com. Lvans: Mar. 23, at 
12; and April 22, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Bell, Sols. Sowton, 
a _— , Bedford-row ; or Kennett, Ship-st., Brighton. et. 


Mar. 

JOLLIFF:, James Epwin Hopson, oe Burdon-pl., Bristol. Com. 
Hill: Mar, 23 and April 20, at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Acraman. Sole 
Henderson, Broad-st., Bristol. Pet. Mar. . 
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MEREDITH, Lewis, Grocer, Shrewsbury, and Church Stretton. Com. 
Balguy: Mar. 22 and April 14, at 10.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kin- 
near. Sols. Teece & Corser, Shrewsbury ; or Reece, Birmingham, Pet. 
Mar. 5. 

POPHAM, James, Tambour Worker and Wholesale Milliner, 13 Marl- 
borough-rd., Dalston, and Coggeshall, Essex. Com. Fonblanque: Mar. 
20, at 1; and April 24, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Graham. 
Sol. Fitch, 23 Southampton-st., Bloomsbury. Pet. Mar. 10. 

SCAMPTON, Ronert, Worsted Spinner, Leicester. Com. Balguy : Mar. 
95 and April 13, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. 
Sols, Stone, Paget, & Billson, Leicester. Jet. Mar. 9. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858. 

HaseEty; James, Soap and Candle Manufacturer, Bristol, carrying on busi- 
ness in copartnership with William Thomas Springford, Bristol. Mar. 5. 

HaseLL, James, & WiLtiaM THOMAS SPRINGFORD, Soap and Candle Manu- 
facturers, Bristol. Mar. 5. 


Fripay, Mar. 12, 1858. 
BESTRIKTASLIAN, AcGop, Merchant, Manchester and Constantinople. 
Mar. 10. 
Ispetson, Henry, Woollen Cloth Merchant, Leeds. Mar. 4. 
Waite, JonATHAM, Woollen Manufacturer, Yeadon, Guiseley, Yorkshire. 
Feb. 26 (and not Mar. as advertised in last Friday's Gazette). 


MEETINGS. 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858. 

BECKMAN, ADOLPH FrepericK (A. F. Beckman & Co.), Ship Chandler, 
North Shields. Last Ex. (by adj. from Feb. 24) Mar. 23, at 12.30; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne- Com. Ellison. 

Dawson, Jonn, Cattle Salesman, West Cowes, Isle of Wight. Div. Mar. 30, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Hunter, Joun, Draper, 32 Nottingham-pl., Stepney. Div. April 1, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Lay, Taomas, Hop Merchant, Wolverhampton. Div. April 8, at 11.30; Bir- 
mingham. Com. Balguy. 

Pererson, JOHN, Ship Chandler, 44 & 45 Russell-st., Rotherhithe. Div. 
Mar. 31, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Urwin, Witt1aM Rosinson, Chain and Iron Merchants, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Last Ex. (by adj. from Feb. 19) Mar. 23, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Viatovu, Isaac Ricuarpson, Builder, 37 Fish-st.-hill, and Richmond-rd., 
Hackney. Div. Mar. 31, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Woop, James, Cheese Factor, Shude-hill, Manchester. First Div. Mar. 31, 
at 12; Manchester. Com. Ji t 


Fripay, Afar. 12, 1858. 

Crote, WILLIAM, jun., East India Merchant, 9 Rood-lane. Final Div. (by 
adj. from Mar. 10) Mar. 24, at 2; Basinghall-street. Com. Fonblanque. 

Dunn, ABRAHAM, Attorney-at-Law & Solicitor, and Scrivener, Hedon, in 
Holderness, Yorkshire. Div. April 14, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

Gorcx, Joun Davis, & THomas Henr¥ Gorcn, Bankers, Tanners, &c., 
Kettering and Rowell, Northamptonshire, also of 43 Long-acre, surviv- 
ing partners of John Cooper Gotch, deceased. Last Ex. & Aud. Accts, 
(by adj. from Feb. 23) Mar. 23, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Hues, Wiii1aM, Commission Agent, Warwick. Pf. Dbts. April 9, at 10; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

LorbD, Mites, & Georce Rosrron, Woollen Manufacturers, Cage Mill, near 
Newchurch, Lancashire. Div. April 13, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jem- 
mett. 

MAnDELBAUM, Davin, Importer of Foreign Goods and Merchandise, 12 & 
13 Minories. Last Ex. (by adj. from Mar. 9) Mar. 23, at 11.30; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Marrock, WiLL1aM, Flour and Provision Dealer, Liverpool. Div. April 8, 
at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 

Moornouse, JAMES, Cotton Spinner, Howgill, near Gisburn, Yorkshire. 
Div. May 3, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Morris, Jonny, Linen and Woollen Draper, Rhymney, near Tredegar, Mon- 
moutshire. First Div. April 22, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. 

Moss, Joun, Grocer, Walsall. Div. April 7, at 10; Birmingham. Com. 





guy. 
Norscry, MATrHew Cratc, Joiner, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, 
Div. April 23, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 
Otiver, Tuomas, & ANDREW OLiver, Lace Manufacturers, Nottingham. 
= Accts. & Div. April 8, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Com. 
guy. 
Sapet, Epnrarm (Sabel & Co), Merchant, 80 Coleman-st. Div. April 9, 
at ll; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
TaYLor, James, Worsted Spinner, Ovenden, Halifax (Thomas Taylor & 
Sons), Div. April 19, at 1; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858. 
Brawn, Ricuarp, Lime Burner, Daw End, Rushall, Staffordshire. First, 
Kinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 
Creswick, Tuomas Joun, Electro-plated Goods Manufacturer, Sheffield. 
Second, Is. 14d. (and First and Second 5s. 14d. on new proofs). Brewin, 
11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 
Reeves, Joseru, Engraver, Leeds. First, 6s. Hope, 1 South-parade, Park- 
tow, Leeds; any Saturday, 11 to 1. 
Warernousr, Epwin, Carpet Manufacturer, Dewsbury. First, 1s. 103d. 
Hope, 1 South-parade, Park-row, Leeds ; any Saturday, I! to 1. 
Fruipay, Mar. 12, 1858. 

Apams, Samuet, Banker, Ware. Second, ls. Whitmore, Townhall, Hert- 
ford, Mar. 13, 10 to 5; or at 2 Basinghall-st., any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 
ARMSTRONG, James, Linen and Woollen Draper, Berwick-upon-Tweed. 

Second, 4d. (in addition to 5s. 4d. previously declared). Baker, Royal- 

arcade, Neweastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. ‘ 
Bincuam, ‘Tuomas, Draper, Holbeach, Lincolnshire. First, 2s. Harris, 

Traie-pavement, Nottingham ; Mar. 15, or the three following Mondays, 
Brattsrorp, WILLIAM, Smallware Dealer, Nottingham. First, 4s. 4d. 

Harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham; Mar. U5, or three following 

Mondays, 11 to 3, 

ROCKETT, WiLLIAM Epwarp, Money Scrivener, Newcastle-upon-Tyne' 


Third, 7 a. (in addition to 1s, 24d. previously declared), Baker, Royal- 
arcade, Neweastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 to 3, vee 





CLARKE, JAMEs, Timber Merchant, Bridge-wharf, Kingsland. First, 6s. 
Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 
Cocksuotr, EpmMunD & Joun, Worsted Manufacturers, Shipley. First, 2s. 


Young, 5 Park-row, Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Cowan, JoHN, Cheesemonger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Second, 14d. (in ad- 
dition to ls. previously declared). Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Curtis, James, Tailor, Gresham, Norfolk. 
singhall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 
Dorc, WitiiaM, & JoHN SKELTON, Timber Merchants, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Third, ld. (in addition to 2s. 10d. previously declared). Baker 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3., 
Hatt, Joun, Corn Factor, Newcastle upon-Tyne. Second, igd. Baker, 

Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Hamitton, Joun, & Son, Wire Workers, Halifax. First, 14d. Young, 5 
Park-row, Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Hix, Davin, Cattle Dealer, Edenhall, Cumberland. First, 4s. 3d. Baker, 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Horrox, James, Drysalter, Chadderton. First, 5s. ld. Hernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

IuiFFE, JAMES, Commission Agent, now of Edmund-st., Birmingham, lately 
of 53 Watling-st., Cheapside. First, 10d. Kinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., 
Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

JouNsoN, Joun, Ironfounder, Crook, Durham. First, 2s. 3d. (being in part 
of 13s. 4d. previously declared), for all creditors who have proved since 
Oct. 21. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 
10 to 3. 

M‘Cartney, James, Grocer, South Shields. Second, 9d. (in addition to 
5s. 6d. previously declared). Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

RawNsLey, SAMUEL, Brush Maker, Halifax. First, ls. 8d. Foung, 5 Park- 
row, Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Rog, Tuomas, Machine Builder, Nottingham. First, 8s. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, Nottingham: Mar. 15, or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 
Suarp, Joun B., Worsted Spinner, Bingley. First, 3s.4d. Young, 5 Park- 

row, Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Sparrow, Owen, Grocer, 91 Shoreditch (second bankruptcy). First, 1d. 
Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Swirt, Joun H., Draper, Huddersfield. First, 4s. Young, 5 Park-row, 
Leeds ; any day, 10 to 1. 

Tayior, GeorGE, Silk Manufacturer, Derby. Second, 1$d. Harris, Mid- 
dle-pavement, Nottingham; Mar. 15, or three following Mondays, 11 

0 3. 

WXKEFIELD, Joun, Baker, Ilkeston, Derbyshire. First, 6s. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, Nottingham ; Mar. 15, or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 
Wo.stencrorr, Henry Seprimus, Logwood Grinder, Middleton. First, 
ls. 49d. Hernaman, 69 Princess-street, Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 

tol. 


First, 10d. Whitmore, 2 Ba- 


CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, Mar. 9, 1858. 

Betton, EpwarD, Innkeeper, Dudley, Worcestershire. April 16, at 10; 
Birmingham. 

BRACHER, FREDERICK, Tailor, 23 Old Jewry. Mar. 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Dyne, Joun, & Sypney Dyne, Builders, Croydon, Surrey. Mar. 31, at 12; 
Basinghall-st- 

Eape, GeorcE, Marine Store Dealer, 21 Bermondsey-wall, Bermondsey. 
Mar. 30, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 

Exwis, WILLIAM JEKIN, Grocer, Dartford, Kent. Mar. 31, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st. 

HERRMANN, NATHAN, Merchant, late of 19, now of 26, Great St. Helen’s, 
Bishopsgate-st. Mar. 31, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

HrrcuMan, Cuarzes, Licensed Victualler, Warwick. April 16, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. 

JENNINGS, WILLIAM, Haberdasher, 42 Paul-st., Finsbury, and 96 Shoreditch. 
Mar. 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

LapBrook, Exisua, Wheelwright, Ardleigh, Essex. Mar. 30, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

M‘GreGor, ALEXANDER, Corn and Ship Broker, Liverpool. April 1, at 12; 
Liverpool. 

Srureis, Owen, Builder, 3 College-ter., Finchley-rd., St. John’s-wood. 
Mar. 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Viatou, Isaac Ricwarpson, Builder, 37 Fish-st.-hill, and of Richmond-rd., 
Hackney. Mar. 31, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Wape, JAMEs, Paper Maker, Chilworth, near Guildford, Surrey. Mar. 30, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Fripay, Mar. 12, 1858. 

Beavan, James, & Henry Beavan, Builders, Bedminster, Bristol. April 
13, at 11; Bristol. 

Eppy, James, Smith and Iron Manufacturer, 9 Edward-st., Deptford. 
April 9, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

GERRARD, WILLIAM, Grocer, Burslem, Staffordshire. April 12, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. 

Morris, Jonny, Linen and Woollen Draper, Rhymney, near Tredegar, Mon- 
mouthshire. April 13, at 11; Bristol. 

SaBeEL, ErHraim, Merchant, 80 Coleman-st. April 9, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

TaYLor, JAMEs, Worsted Spinner, Ovenden, Halifax. April 19, at 1 ; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Wiemore, Henry, Hotel Keeper, Enville, Staffordshire. April 12, at 10; 
Birmingham. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
‘Turspay, Mar, 9, 1858. 

BEAN, Grorce, Hosier, 95 Cheapside. Feb. 26, second class. 

CHANDLER, Tuomas, Surgeon and Apothecary, 58 Paradise-st., Rother- 
hithe. Mar. 5, second class. 

Couuins, FRrepeRick, Pawnbroker, 116 & 117 Drury-lane. 
second class. 

be WILLIAM, Stone and Marble Mason, Birmingham. Mar. 5, first 
class. 

Curtis, Jos, & Henry Hunt Sayer, General Provision Merchants, Cardiff. 
Mar. 4, second class, to J. Curtis, after a suspension of 6 mos., with pro- 
tection ; and third class to H. H. Sayer, after a suspension of 12 mos., 
with protection for the last 6 mos. 

Fincn, WittiaM, jun., Paper Dealer, Dudley Port, Tipton, Staffordshire, Mar. 
5, third class, to be suspended for 6 mos. 

GooLp, Enenrzgr, Bookseller, Leamington Priors. Mar. 5, first class. 

GostLow, Jossru, Licensed Victualler, Walsall, Mar, 5, second class, 
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Green, THomas Jonn, Provision Merchant, 20 Mark-lane. Mar. 4, second 
class 


Hume, SamveL, Cotton Spinner, Heaton Norris, Lancashire. Mar. 4, 
second class. 
Jones, Epwarp, Boat Builder, Welshfrankton, Salop. Mar. 5, second 


class. 
Lioyp, Wiiu1aM, Frying Pan Manufacturer, Gospel Oak, Tipton, Stafford- 
shire. Mar. 5, third class. 
Lucas, Srwon, jun., Grocer, 35 Digbeth, Birmingham. Mar. 5, third 
lass, 


class, 

M‘Ras, Joun Jamirson, Tailor, Newark-upon-Trent. Mar. 2, second 
class. 

Mincu, Joun Freperick Avaeustus, Commission and General Merchant, 
19 & 28 Mineing-lane. Mar. 1, second class; to be suspended for 2 
months. 

Owen, Joun, & Jonn MATHEW Gurcu, Bankers, Worcester. Mar. 5, first 
class. 


Poote, JosepH, Innkeeper, Wellington, Somerset. Mar. 4, third class, 
subject to a suspension of 6 mos. 

RaTHBONE, Joun Epwarp, Printer, Bath, trading under the name of John 
Edward Egerton, afterwards of 57 Threadneedle-st., and 22 Moorgate-st., 
Dealer in Mining Shares. Feb. 26, third class, having been suspended 
till Feb. 23. 

Saw, Witturam, Oil and Linseed Cake Dealer, Tudor-st., Sheffield. Feb. 
27, 3rd class, subject to a suspension for 12 months. 

Swinnerton, Exizasers, Victualler, Stoke-upon-Trent. Mar. 5, 2nd class. 

THompson, WILLIAM, Dealer in Artificial Manures, Tamerton Foliott, Ply- 
mouth. Feb. 18, Ist class. 

Worspett, Grorce, Iron Manufacturer, Warrington. Mar. 1, 1st class. 

Rog, THomas, Machine Builder, Nottingham. Mar. 2, 2nd class, 


Frupay, Mar. 12, 1858. 


BLACKWELL, JoHN, Upholsterer, 36 High-st., Portsmouth. Mar. 4, second 
class. 

Ezexex, Purp, General Dealer, 39 Princess-street, Manchester. Mar. 4, 
second class. 

Gutuick, Tuomas, Victualler, Cross Keys-tavern, Temple-st., Bristol. 
Mar. 8, second class; subject to a suspension of 3 mos., without pro- 
tection. 

Marspen, AntHony, & WILLIAM MarsDEN, Shawl and Mantle Warehouse- 
men, High-st., Islington. Mar. 3, third class to A. Marsden; to be sus- 
pended for 12 mos. from Jan. 2 

Moon, Marsory, Child-bed Linen M anufacturer, 61 Green-st. » Grosvenox- 
sq. Mar. 3, first class. 

Nexson, Josepu, Auctioneer, late of Chapel-pl., Oxford-st., and 113 Fen- 
church-st., Wine Merchant, now of Stratheden-terr., New-rd., Hammer- 
smith, out of business. Mar. 4, second class. 

RAINFORD, WILLIAM, Upholsterer, Liverpool. Mar. 5, second class, subject 
to a suspension of 9 calendar mos. from 25th Feb. last. 

ROBERTS, EDWLN SPENCE, Shipowner, Liverpool. Mar. 5, first class. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858. 
Bagnett, Saran, Shopkeeper, Elton, Westbury-on-Severn, Gloucestershire. 
3 Trustees, A. Bailey, Mealman, Cut-mill, Elton; T. Wintle, Meal- 
man, Mitcheldean. Sols. Carter & Goold, Newnham, Gloucestershire. 

Bake, SoLomon Georce, Wood Engraver and Printer, Birmingham. Feb. 13. 
Trustee, J. J. Palmer, Accountant, Birmingham. Creditors to execute 

before April 4. Sol. Jagger, 33 Cannon-st., Birmingham. 

Bincn, James ArtTuur, & Ropert Tcrxer, Cotton Manufacturers, Man- 
chester. Feb. 12. Trustee, J. Radcliffe, Cotton Spinner, Heywood. Sol. 
Goulden, Salford, and 36 King-st., Manchester. 

BLakeman, JouN, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, Warwick. Feb.19. Trustee, 
A. W. Trepess, Auctioneer, Warwick. Creditors to execute before April 
20. Sol. Snape, High-st., Warwick. 

Brices, Epwarp, Silk Spinner, Castleton-mills, Rochdale, Lancashire. 
Feb. 22. Trustees, C. H. Preston, Silk Merchant, Manchester; H. Hig- 
gins, Machine Maker, Salford. Sol. Cooper, 44 Pall-mall, Manchester. 

Burton, Jous, & Wittiam Watson, Cabinet Makers, Liverpool. Feb. 13. 
Trustees, J. Johnson, Timber Merchant ; J. Lewis, Fringe Manufacturer ; 
H. Roberts, Timber Merchant; all of Liverpool. Sol. Foster, 40 North 
John-st., Liverpool. 

Consens, Hesay Wituiam, Chemist & Druggist, Wincanton, Somersetshire. 
Mar. 3. Trustee, J. Richards, Miller, Wimeanton. Creditors to execute 
before April 4. Sols. H. & J. Messiter, Wincanton. 

Davis, JAMES PAINTER, oe he Lion-inn, Farningham, Kent. Mar. 6. 
Trustees, T. Norfolk, Brewer, Deptford; J.T. Arrow, Wine Merchant, 
Sevenoaks. Creditors to execute before June 7, Sol. Colyer, 13 Cle- 
ment’s-lane, London. 

Haicu, Bexsamix, Woollen Manufacturer, Greetland, near Halifax. 
Trustees, E. Fox, Flock Dealer, Staincliff, near Dewsbury; T. Turlay, 
Drysalter, Halifax ; W. Barber, ‘Card Maker, Southowram, near Halifax. 
Sols. Holroyde, sn, & Cronhelm, 22 Cheapside, Halifax. 

Hype, Hannan, ( Colliery Owner, Thurgoland, Yorkshire, relict of William 
Hyde. Feb. 23. Trustees, J. T. Rolling, Miller, Oxspring ; W. H. Walker, 
Coal Manager of the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway 
Co., Sheffield. Creditors to execute before May 24. Sols. Chambers & 
Waterhouse, Bank-st., Sheffield. 

cont. WiLuiaM SADLER, Hotel-keeper, Queen’s Hotel, Bayswater. 
Mar. 3. Trustees, J. F. Capps, Wine Merchant, 1a Grove-ter., Queen’s- 
rd., Bayswater ; T. Taylor, Meat Purveyor, 13 Royal-hill, Queen’s-rd., 

Bs yswater. Sol. Oliver, 22 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Moreas, Ricnanp, & James Geonce Hawtey, Potters, Bristol. Feb. 15. 
Trustees, G. H. Leonard, Colliery Proprietor; S. V. Hare, Floor Cloth 
Manufacturer, Bristol. Sol. Leonard, jun., Atheneum - chambers, 
Nicholas-st., Bristol. 

Owen, Georce, Woollen Waste Merchant, Huddersfield. Feb. 10. Trus- 
tees, J. Brook, Registrar of Births and Deaths, Huddersfield; C. W. 
Siaithwaite, Drysalter, Almondbury, Creditors to execute before May 
li. Sol. Hesp, Huddersfield. 

Poie, Eywaun, Grocer, Keading, Berks. Feb. 17. Trustees, T. Conway, 
Merchant, Mincing-jane ; J. G. Lamb, Tallow Chandler, Reading. Sol, 
Neale, 13 Friar-st., Reading. 

— CHAMLES, Baker, 43 Thornas-st., BristoL Feb.%. Trustee, W. 

Stone, Haydeaier, Moorfields, Gloucester. Creditors to execute before 

April nie "ieee lies at the offices of Mr. A. Stevens, Public Account- 

_ ant, St, ‘Nicholas-char bers, Bristol. 
Uxsworrs, Joas, , Hulme, Manchester. Feb. 11. Trustees, J. 





Arnold, Wholesale Grocer, Manchester; C. Holt, Corn Merchant, Man- 

chester. Sol. Sutton, 16 Marsden-st., Manchester. 

Watker, Rosert, Currier, Guisborough, Yorkshire. Feb. 19. Trustees, 
J. Weighill, Tanner, Whitby ; J. H. Bowman, Currier, Darlington. Sols. 

Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Fray, Mar. 12,1858. 

Brook, Cuarves, Fancy Cloth Manufacturer, Rastrick, Halifax. Feb. 15. 

Trustees, J. G. Wilson, Manufacturer, Rastrick ; C. Wood, Cotton Waste 

* Dealer, Huddersfield; E. Sykes, Cotton Spinner, ‘Huddersfield; J. Bur- 
gess, Dyer, Rastrick: G. I Rastrick. Creditors 

. to execute before May 16. Indenture will lie until Mar. 31, at offices of 
Floyd & Learoyd, Solicitors, Albion-st., Huddersfield ; and from that day 
until May 15, at offices of Mr. Barber, Brighouse. 

CooKE, WILLIAM, Grocer, 329 City-rd., Hulme, Manchester. Mar. 6. 
Trustees, R. Holmes, Accountant, Manchester ; W. Robinson, Tallow 
Chandler, Manchester. Sols. Chapman & Roberts, 42 Fountain-st., 
Manchester. 

Etspon, JAMEs, Grocer, Bedlington, Northumberland. Trustees, J. Mil- 
burn, Draper, Rye-hill, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; A. Redshaw, Printer, 
124 Blenheim-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sol. Brewis, 59 Grey-st., New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Emmott, Ropert, Grocer, Leeds. Feb. 15. Trustees, A. Smith, Grocer, 
Hunslet, near Leeds; J. Jackson, Paper Dealer, Leeds. Sol. Maud, 21 
Duncan-st., Leeds. 

HELLAWELL, JAMEs, General Dealer, Huddersfield. Feb. 17. Trustees, 
J. Brook, Registrar of Births and Deaths, Huddersfield ; J. Swallow, Cap 
Manufacturer, Huddersfield. Sols. Floyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield. 

Pescott, FrepERIcK ‘THomas, Fancy Box Manufacturer, 12 Macclesfield- 
st., City-rd. Trustees, J. G. Sullivan, Leather Merchant, 55 Blackman- 
st., Southwark ; R. Hatton, Stationer, 35 Brudenell-pl., New North-rd., 
Islington. Creditors to execute before June 9. Sol. Chipperfield, 60 
Trinity-sq., Southwark. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858. 

BANNISTER, JOHN, Esq., Steyning, Sussex (who died in Mar., 1825), Moodie 
v. Bannister, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 

Ear, Witit1am, Cumwhitton, Cumberland (who died in -. 18 56). Ro- 
binson v. Earl, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 

Forster, WiLLiaM, Runcorn, Cheshire (who died in Jan., 1855). Forster ¢. 
Forster, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 17. 

HAMMERSLEY, WILLIAM, Silk Dyer, Leek, Staffordshire (who died in Jan., 
1853). Haley v. Hammersley, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 16. 

Hit, Wituiam Borrow, St. James, St. Sidwell, Exeter (who died in 
May, 1851). Phillips r. Beal, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 

Moreans, Ev. AN, Master Mariner, New Quay » Lianlluchairn, Cardiganshire 
(who died in May, 1853). Re E. Morgan’s estate, Davies v. Evans, V. C. 
Stuart. Last Day. for Proof, April 14. 

Morcans, Morcan, Master Mariner, New Quay, Llanlluchairn, Cardigan- 
shire (who died in Aug., 1856). Re M. Morgan’s estate, Davies v. Evans, 
V.C. Stuart. Last day for Proof, April 14. 

PaRNuHAM, Roses, Serjt. Ist Company of 5th Battalion of Artillery H. E. 
I. C. S., late of Cawnpore (who died in April, 1846). Gover v. Davis, 
M.R. Last Day for Proof, Nov. 6. 

Waricut, Epwarb, Brattleby House, Lincolnshire (who died in Aug., 1857). 
Clerk v. Parkinson, D.C.L., V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April21. 


Fray, Mar. 12, 1858. 

ALLWwoop, Jon, Cartwright, Manchester (who died in April, 1851). All- 
wood v. Mann, at Registrar’s office, 4 Norfolk-st., Manchester. Last Day 
Sor Proof, April 13. 

Dimspave, Baron, & THomas Ropert Caarves DimsDALe, Claimants upon 
a rent-charge of £400 for their joint lives, secured by an indenture of 
settlement of Dec. 18, 1847. Davies v. Hon. T. R. Dimsdale, V. C. Stuart. 
Last Day for Proof, Mar. 31. 

HALL, CHAMBERS, Esq., formerly of Millbrook, Southampton, late of 16 
Bury-st., St. James’s (who died on Aug. 29, 1855). Read v. Stedman, 
M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 

Jackson, ANN, Widow, Workington, Cumberland (who died in Dec., 1851). 
Re Jackson’s estate, Jackson v. Birkett, M. R. Last Day for Prod, 
April 16. 

Jounson, Wit11aM, Gent., 3 Colet-pl., Commercial-rd. (who died in June, 
1857). Johnson v. Pendergast, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 
Jones, Exizasetu, Widow, Liverpool (who died in Dec., 1829). Ackers v. 

Mould, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 21. 

Mumrorp, Joun, Farmer, Plegdon, Essex (who died on Aug. 26, 1856). 
Mumford v. King, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 

SANDERSON, RicnarD, Discount Broker, 46 Belgrave-sq., and King Wil- 
liam-st., and lately carrying on business under the firm of Sanderson, 
Sandeman, & Co. (who died in Oct., 1857). Sanderson v. Sanderson, 
V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, April 19. 

Scnorretp, Epmunp, Woollen Manufacturer, Spotland Fold, Rochdale, 
Lancashire (who died in Sept., 1851). Schofield vw. Midgley, v. ¢C. 
Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 

Vicknress, WiLLiaM, Victualler, Wesminster Bridge-rd. (who died in Oct., 
1854). Vickress 7. Vickress, M. KR. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 31. 


EHinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tuespay, Mar. 9, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 

Nationat Patent Sream Fvet Company.—A petition for winding up this 
Company was, on Mar. 4, presented to the Lord Chancellor by Henry 
Baker, Architect, Upper ‘Gower-st. ., Bedford-sq.; Richard Wilson Pelly, 
Esq., Captain in the Royal Navy, Upton, Essex ; and Edwin Fox, Mer- 
chant, Dartford, Kent; which will be heard before V. C. Kindersley on 
Mar. 19, Shield & Tuke, 31 St. Swithin’s-lane, Solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Suirowners’ Towina Company.—V.C. Kindersley will proceed, on Mar. 
22, at 1, at his Chambers, to settle the list of contributories. 


Faipay, Mar. 12, 1858. 
UNtimrren, IN CHANCERY. 

Esoairm Mwyn Mininc Company.—Creditors to come in and prove their 
debts before V. C. Wood, at his Chambers, on Mar. 24, at 3. 

Kent ZOOLOGICAL AND BoraNIcaL GanveEns ComPANy, now commonly 
called the Rosuervitte Garpens Company.—V. C. Wood, on Mar. 10, 
appointed Robert Palmer Harding, Accountant, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln "s-inn, 
to be Official Manager. 

PowneRs’ ‘Towina Company.—V. ©. Kindersley will proceed, on Mar. 








22, atl, at ‘his Chambers, to settle the list of contributories. 
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Linrep, In BANKRUPTCY. 


Loxpon UNADULTERATED Foop CoMPANY (LIMITED).—Mr. Com. Evans will, 
on Mar. 23, at 1, at Basinghall-st., make acall upon all the contributories 


settled on the list. : 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tusspay, Mar. 9, 1858. 


ArmsTRONG, WILLIAM, Farmer, Penlaw, co. Dumfries. Mar. 15, at 12; 
King’s Arms-hotel. Seq. Mar. 4. 

WELL, JAMES, Farmer, Carletonmains, Colmonell, Ayrshire. Mar. 20, 
at 12: Star-hotel, Ayr. Seq. Mar. 5. 

Corasert, Davip, Manufacturer, Arbroath. Mar. 12,at 12; White Hart- 
hotel, Arbroath. Seq. Mar. 3. 

Grant, James, Boot and Shoe Maker, Cathedral-st., Glasgow. Mar. 13, at 
12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Mar. 4. 

Harety, WILLIAM, Farm of Crossrig, Hutton, Berwickshire. Mar. 17, at 
12; Swan-hotel. Dunse. Seq. Mar. 5. 

MCatman, DonaLD, House Painter, Glasgow. Mar. 12, at 12; Glasgow 
Stock Exchange, National Bank-bldgs., Glasgow. Seq. Mar. 4. 

Morais, JoHN, Cattle and Potato Dealer, Sunnybrae, Auchterarder, at pre- 
sent a Prisoner in the County Prison at Perth. Mar. 18, at 11; Procura- 
tors’ Library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seq. Mar. 5. 

Ross, GeorcE, Leith. Mar. 15, at 1; New Ship-hotel, 20 Shore, Leith. 
Seq. Mar. 5. 

Fripay, Mar. 12, 1858. 


Bartas, Mrs. Mary, or Moncrierr, Ironmonger, Widow of James Mon- 
crieff. Mar. 17, at 1; Procurators’ Library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seq. 
Mar. 4. 

Borex, WitttAM, Manufacturer, Alyth. Mar. 20, at 1; Solicitors’ Library, 
County-bldgs., Perth. Seg. Mar. 10. 

M‘Cattum, Duncan, & Nem M‘Artuur, Leather Merchants, Oxford-st., 
Laurieston, Glasgow. Mar. 16, at 2; Procurators’-hall, St. George’s-pl., 
Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 8. 

M'Grecor, WitttaMm, Innkeeper, Union-st., Aberdeen, deceased. Mar. 22, 
at 12; Aberdeen-hotel, Aberdeen. Seg. Mar. 9. 

MKenziz, Duncan, House Factor, West Bothwell-st., residing in Miner- 
va-st., Anderston, Glasgow. Mar. 19, at 12; Procurators’-hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 8. 








IFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND. 
FOUNDED IN 1838. 
Empowered by Royal Charter and Special Act of Parliament. 


The Association is one of the most extensive Life Assurance Offices in 
the Kingdom. The Income is now £130,000 sterling per annum. 

The Policy-holders incur none of the risks of partnership. 

The Poticies now being issued are free from several Restrictions com- 
monly imposed on Assured Lives, and confer unusual and important 
facilities and privileges, protecting the Policy-holder against accidental 
forfeiture, &c. 

All Allocation of Profit is made every year to participating Policy-holders 
of five years’ standing, so as to reduce the expense of Life Assurance as 
low as is consistent with permanent security. The Policy-holders (viz., 
those of the first series,) have thus for some years past been allowed a 
reduction of 35 per cent. on their premiums, that is, they have been 
required to pay only 13s. per £1 of their premiums. 

One-half only of the Premiums for the first six years need be paid on 
Policies of £500 or upwards, the other half remaining unpaid, at interest, 
during the pleasure of the Assured. 

The SCHEME for the CURRENT YEAR 
WILL BE CLOSED ON 
MONDAY, the 5ra APRIL next. 
All included therein wilt rank as of One Year’s longer standimg than later 
Entrants, and participate One Year earlier in the Divisions of Profit. 
Applications for admission must be lodged on or before that day. 
LONDON: 20, King Witu1aMm Street, Crry. THOMAS FRASER, 
Res. Secretary. 





HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE AND IM- 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices: 52, Parliament Street. 
Henry Ker Seymer, Esq., M.P., Chairman. 

1. This Company is incorporated by Act of Parliament to facilitate the 
Drainage of Land, the Making of Roads, the Erection of Farm Buildings, 
and other Improvements on all descriptions of Property, whether held in 
fee, or under entail, mortgage, in trust, or as ecclesiastical or Collegiate 
Property, 

2. In no case is any investigation of Title necessary. 

3. The Works may be designed and executed by the Landowner or his 
Agents, independently of the Company's Officers, or he may elect whether 
he will employ their staff. Zgual facilities will be afforded in either case. 

4, The whole cost of the Works and expenses will, in all cases, be charged 
on the Lands improved, to be repaid by half-yearly instalments. 

5. The term of such charge may be fixed by the Landowner, and ex- 
tended to fifty years for Land Improvements, and thirty-one years tor Farm 
Buildings, whereby the Instalments will be kept within such a fair per 
centage as the occupiers of the Improved Lands can afford to pay. 

WiLLiaM CLIFFORD, Secretary. 


HARING-CROSS HOSPITAL, West Strand. 
The Governors earnestly SOLICIT ASSISTANCE for this Hospital, 
which is chiefly depend upon y subscriptions and legacies. It 
accommodation for upwards of 100 in-patients constantly, and 

Prompt aid to nearly 3,000 cases o accident and dangerous emergency 
dally.” besides relief to an unlimited number of sick and disabled poor 








Subscriptions are thankfully received by the Secretary, at the Hospital ; 
and by Messrs. Drammond, 49, Charing-Cross ; Messrs. Coutts and Co., 59, 
+ Messrs, Hoare, 37, Fleet-street ; and through all the principal 
bankers, JOHN ROBERTSON, Hon. Sec. 





COMPANY, 9, Chatham Place, New Bridge Street, London. 
Established in 1826. Subscribed Capital, £240,000. 
DIRECTORS. 
| GeEorGE J. SHaw LEFEevRE, Esq. 
Rosert Pak, Esq., 
SAMUEL Smit, Esq 4 
{ Le Marcuant Tuomas, Esq. 
TRUSTEES. 
Sir John G. Shaw Lefevre, K.C.B., F.R.S. 
John Deacon, Esq. 
This Society effectsevery description of Life Assurance, both on the bonus 
and non-bonus systems. Its non-bonus rates are lower than those 
of most offices, and the following are specimens of the additions which have 
been made to the beneficial! policies. 
Policy date. Sumassured. Bonus added. 
1839 £4000 ) 


THoMAs Freip Grsson, Esq. 

Tue Rr. Hon. W. G. Harter, M.P. 
FREDERICK HALSEY JANSON, Esq. 
CuHARLEs JoHNsToON, Esq. 


Chas. Johnston, Esq. 


Sum payable at death. 
A797 3 


£797 «6 6 6 
1841 500 104 17 604 17 
1843 500 104 5 2 « 604 5 2 
1847 1000 141 12 4 141 12 4 


A division of profits takes place every five years, and officers in the army 
and navy, diseased lives, and persons going out of Europe, are also assured 
on moderate terms. 

Prospectuse with further particulars may be obtained at the office. 


MICHAEL SAWARD, Secretary. 








Sussex, close to Worthing.—The very desirable Freehold Residential 
Estate, called Offington Mansion, with its magnificently timbered Park, 
Plantations, Gardens, Cottages, and a valuable Freehold Farm, lying con- 
tiguous, comprising in ali 182 acres, in two lots. 

N ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 

SELL by AUCTION, on THURSDAY, MAY 13, at the AUCTION 

MART, in the CITY of LONDON: Lot 1. The delightful FREEHOLD 
ESTATE, known as Offington Mansion, Park and Lands contiguous, 
situate within a two hours’ journey of London, two miles from the town of 
Worthing, twelve from Brighton, and eighteen from Goodwood, a truly de- 
sirable residence for a nobleman, or a gentleman seeking a country seat of 
the highest character as to position and appearance, yet on a moderate 
scale. The Residence is a substantial building in the early English style, 
seated in the midst of delightfully arranged pleasure grounds, and ap- 
proached from a lodge at the roadside by a drive thropgh a beautifully- 
timbered Park; it has every necessary appendage of stabling, coach- 
houses, kennels, numerous out-buildings, farm-yard, and homestead, well 
stocked kitchen gardens, conservatories, ice-house, &c. The interior 
arrangements are \«!y convenient; viz.—on the ground floor, a dining- 
room, twenty-one feet by fifteen feet, drawing-room, thirty-five feet by 
eighteen feet, morning-room, twenty feet six inches by eighteen feet, gun- 
room, and complete domestic offices ; a light staircase from an inner vesti- 
bule leads to twelve principal and secondary bed-rooms, bath-room, four 
dressing-rooms, and numerous servants’ rooms ; there is also in the Park a 
Keeper’s Lodge and three Cottages for gardeners, &c. The Park land is of 
very superior quality, and comprises, with the grounds, a total of 121 acres, 
within a ring fence of wall and road, affording unusual means of preserving 
game; the right of sporting over 1,000 acres of adjoining lands may be 
rented if required. Lot 2. The FREEHOLD ESTATE known as Broom- 
field Farm, lying contiguous to Offington, and close to the town of Worth- 
ing, containing sixty-one acres of highly productive arable and pasture 
land (some of which, near the town of Worthing, is adapted for building 
purposes), together with newly-erected homestead, comprising large barn, 
stabling, open and enclosed cattle sheds, &c. The Mansion can only be 
viewed by cards, which may be obtained of the Auctioneers, 28, Regent- 
street, London. 

Particulars and plans will shortly be published, and may be obtained of 
Mr. J. A. Nockolds, Stanstead, Essex; andof C. J. Smith, Esq., Solicitor, 
2, King’s Arms-yard, City; of W. F. Tribe, Esq., Solicitor, Worthing ; and 
of Messrs. Chinnock & Galsworthy, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo-place. 











West Tarring, Sussex.—Copyhold Estates, comprising three very pro- 
ductive Meadows, Double Cottage, and Homestead, close to the town of 
Worthing, and an Enclosure of rich Arable Land, contiguous to the 
Railway. 

ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 

d SELL by AUCTION, at the AUCTION MART, in the CITY of 
LONDON, on THURSDAY, MAY 13, in Lots, FOUR very valuable EN- 
CLOSURES of COPYHOLD LAND, situate in the village of West Tarring, 
about a mile from Worthing, containing together 28a. Or. 3p. of seme of 
the richest meadow and arable iand in the neighbourhood, with double 
cottage, farm buildings, &c.; the enclosures are detached, the meadows 
having some fine ornamental timber, and being near the town of Worthing, 
are adapted for building purposes or accommodation land, 

Particulars and plans may be obtained of Mr. J. A. Nockolds, Stanstead, 
Essex; of C. J. Smith, Esq., Solicitor, 2, King’s Arms-yard, City; of W. 
F. Tribe, Esq., Worthing, Sussex ; and of Messrs. Chinnock & Galsworthy, 
Auctioneers, 28, Regent-street. 





Dartford, Kent.— Preliminary Advertisement.— The valuable Freehokt 
Farm and Manor of Littlebrooks, comprising 430 acres of Land, produc- 
ing £600 per annum, with several Plots of Building and Accommodation 
Land, near the town and Railway Station. 

AY ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 

SELL by AUCTION, early in MAY next, the valuable FREEHOLD 

ESTATE and MANOR of LITTLEBROOKS, situate in the parishes of Dart- 
ford and Stone ; comprising 430 acres of arable, pasture, marsh, and wood 
land, in a good state of cultivation, with the farm-house, and extensive 
out-buildings and cottages, in the occupation of Mr. Jeremiah Soloman, at 
the rent of £600 per annum ; also some plots of land lyin: near the town 
and Railway Station of Dartford, adapted for building, dock, and accom- 
modation purposes. 

Descriptive advertisements will shortly be issued, and particulars may 
be obtained of Messrs. Tozer & Co., Solicitors, Teignmouth, Devon; of 
Messrs. Gadsden & Flower, Solicitors, 28, Bedford-row; and of Messrs. 
Chinnock & Galsworthy, Auctioneers and Land Agents, 28, Regent-street, 
Waterloo-place. 
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Devon Karunda Copper and Siiver-Lead Mines, South Sydenham, 
Devonshire. 


ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY have 
been instructed by the Adventurers to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
AUCTION MART, LONDON, on THURSDAY, the 8th of APRIL, at ONE, 
this important and valuable MINING PROPERTY, known as the ‘ Devon 
Kapunda Copper and Silver-Lead Mines,” situate parallel with, and close 
to, the ‘Devon Great Consols,” in the parish of South Sydenham, near 
Tavistock, in one of the richest and most extensive metalliferous districts 
in England. A very large sum has been judiciously expended in sinking 
shafts, driving levels, and in the erection of suitable buildings, dwelling and 
counting-houses, together with the valuable plant, comprising a forty-inch 
cylinders team engine, in excellent working condition, water-wheels, tram- 
ways, wagons, capstans and ropes, tackle and all the material for the ample 
working of the Mine, which has been carried on for some years with the 
most encouraging reports from the captains of a large prospective increase, 
but, in consequence of the recent pressure in the money-market, a majority 
of the Adventurers have been reluctantly compelled to suspend operations, 
and to offer the property for sale. The Mine is held under a Lease of 
twenty-one years from the 11th of February, 1850, the dues being only 
1-14th ; and the grant extends over a considerable area, in the midst of 
geological formations, well known to mineralogists for the production of 
valuable minerals. The lodes hitherto worked consist of occasional rich 
copper ore, with veins of silver lead. The capital required fully to deve- 
lop and carry on the Mines in force is within the reach of most capitalists. 
Descriptive particulars and plans may be obtained of John Patrick Mur- 
rough, Esq., Solicitor, 5, New-inn, Strand; of Superintending-Captain 
James Richards, of the “ Devon Great Consols;” of Captain William Cock, 
on the Mine; and of Messrs. Chinnock & Galsworthy, 28, Regent-street, 
Waterloo-place, where the last reports of the captains and plan of the 
workings may be seen. 





Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £160 per annum, secured by Twenty 
Houses at Islington, of the rack annual value of £900. 


ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, CITY, on THURSDAY, 
APRIL 8, at ONE, in lots, valuable FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, 
amounting to £160 per annum, secured by Twenty well-built private Houses, 
situate and forming part of Oxford and Cambridge Terraces, near St. 
Peter’s Church, Islington. The houses are of handsome elevation, well- 
built and finished, and are occupied by respectable Tenants, producing a 
rack rental of upwards of £900 per znnum. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Auction Mart, City; of Messrs. 
J. & W. Galsworthy, Solicitors, 12, (1d Jewrv-chambers; and of Messrs. 
Chinnock & Galsworthy, 28, Regent-stree., Waterloo-place. 





Three Hundred and Fifty Dozen of Wines, chiefly Ports, Sherries, and 
Madeira, removed, for convenience of Sale, to No. 12, Waterloo-place, 
where the Wines may be inspected. 

ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 
SELL by AUCTION, upon the Premises, No. 12, WATERLOO-PLACE, 
on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 31, a Cellar of about 350 Dozen of excellent 

WINES, comprising Ports of 1840, 1842, and 1847, chiefly Offiey and 

Thompson’s and Croft’s, and others of indefinite Vintages, from 10 to 15 

years in bottle. East India Sherries, and very old East India Madeira, 

Amontillado Sherries, and a few lots of miscellaneous Clarets, Hocks, &c. 
Catalogues will be forwarded on application to Messrs. Chinnock & Gals- 

worthy, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo-place. 





Absolute Reversion to a Leasehold House, Kentish Town. 


ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 

SELL by AUCTION, on THURSDAY, APRIL 8, 1858, at the 

MART, at TWELVE, the ABSOLUTE REVERSION to a Leasehold House, 

No. 10, Hawley-road, Kentish Town, expectant on decease of a Lady in the 

sixty-eighth year of her age. Rental, £38 per annum ; ground-rent, £5; 

term, 67 years. 

Particulars at the Mart; of Alfred Rogers, Esq., Solicitor, 28, Regent- 

street; and of the Auctioneers. 





Long Leasehold Shop Property, Caledonian-road, Islington, at Low Ground- 
rents; rental £208 per annum. 


BE rae CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 

SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY. MARCH 18, 
FOUR convenient HOUSES, with spacious projecting Shops, Nos. 7, 8, and 
J, Stephenson-terrace, and 36, Prince’s-terrace, Caledonian-road, the lead- 
ing high thoroughfare through a densely-populated and still increasing 
neighbourhood, and near the North London Railway Station. Rents from 
£40 to £65 per annum. Term ninety years, at low ground-rents, 

Particulars may be obtained of C. Easton, Esq., Solicitor, Reading; at 
the premises, No. 7; and of the Auctioneers, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo- 
place. 





Parliament-street.—Valuable and Extensive Freehold Premises, adjoining 
Richmond-terrace, facing the proposed new Government buildings, 25ft. 
frontage by 89ft. depth. 


ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 
SELL by AUCTION, on THURSDAY, MARCH 18, 1858, at the 
AUCTION MART, CITY, at TWELVE, the extensive FREEHOLD PRE- 
MISES, 55, Parliament-street, having a frontage of 25ft. by a depth of 89ft. 
lately occupied by the Great Northern and Great Western Railway Com- 
panies, comprising a Dwelling-house with two Shops, having separate en- 
trances, spacious Warehouses and Workshops on the rear, which extend 
from the Mews by Richmond-terrace to a wharf bordering on Cannon-row, 
and presents a most eligible opportunity for the erection of a club-house, 
hotel, business premises or suites of chambers, which are much required 
in this locality. 
Particulars of Messrs. Reyroux & Bromehead, Solicitors, 35, Old Broad- 
street, City; at the Auction Mart; and of Messrs. Chinnock & Gals- 
worthy, Auctioneers, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo-place 





Elegant modern Furniture, Plate, Wines, Books, Ornamental China, 
and Miscellaneous Effects. — No. 2, Victoria Villas, Avenue-road, St, 
John’s-wood. 


N ESSRS. CHINNOCK & GALSWORTHY will 
4 SELL by AUCTION, on the Premises, as above, on WEDNESDAY 
MARCH 17, at Twelve o’clock, by direction of the Executors of the late 
Mrs. Sarah Whitelock, costly FURNITURE; comprising suites of rich 
crimson satin curtains, rosewood couches, sofas, and chairs covered en 
suite, loo, card, and occassonal tables, beautiful specimens of needlework in 
screens, ottomans, and priedieu chairs, a splendid rosewood commode, pair 
of noble Dresden china vases, enriched raised flower Hebe ditto, large-size 
chimney-glasses, lofty gilt torcheres, a chastely designed Parisian time- 
piece with plaques of Sevres china, a capital set of Spanish mahogany 
dining tables, eighteen ditto chairs, two cabinet side boards, recumbent and 
reading chairs, highly ornamented Arabian bedsteads with rich damask 
furnitures, superior bedding, marble-top washing tables, winged and other 
wardrobes, German cabinet, jewel casket, dressing case, &c. The appoint- 
ments of the upper bed rooms and servants’ offices are of a very superior 
description, and comprise every requisite ; 200 ounces of plate, set of 
plated dish covers, small cellar of wines, in port, sherry, liqueurs, and 
British wines, elegant dessert and dinner services, china, glass, books, gar- 
den implements, and effects. 

To be viewed the day preceding, and catalogues had on the premises ; 
and of Messrs. Chinnock & Galsworthy, Auctioneers, 28, Regent-street, 
Waterloo-place, 





Grays, Essex.—To Drain-pipe and Tile Manufacturers, Potters, Crushers, 
Manufacturing Chymists, Owners of Sawing Mills, &.—Extensive Pre. 
mises, Plant, and Machinery. Also, in a separate lot, a valuable Patent, 
known as Jacobs’, for making Socketed Drain Pipes. 


i\' ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY will 

SELL by AUCTION, at the AUCTION MART, CITY, on THURS- 
DAY, MARCH 18, at ONE, the extensive LEASEHOLD PREMISES, lately 
used as Drain-pipe Works by Messrs. Francis and Weaver, who have dis- 
solved partnership; situate close to the Railway-station at Gray’s, Essex; 
comprising a Plot of about five acres of land, with extensive river frontage, 
landing, and back-water dock, having erected thereon a good five-roomed 
Cottage, Countinghouse, a well-built Engine-house, surrounded by mould- 
ing and drying sheds, covering an area of 126 feet by 130 feet, and having 
a nearly new fifteen-horse power double-action Steam Engine, by Horn, 
with twelve-feet fly-wheel, boiler, and apparatus, shafting, and driving 
gear to work two pug mills, a pair of crushing rollers, a pair of four-feet 
six-inches granite edge runners; a large tile-moulding shed 122 feet by 18 
feet, fitted with sixteen tiers of drying racks, a flued drying shed eighty 
feet by sixteen feet, a large circular kiln, and a square ditto, with furnaces, 
sand and fuel sheds, &c. Held for a determinable term of which about 
forty-six years are unexpired, at a low rent, and adapted for carrying on 
any of the above trades on an extensive scale, the buildings having been 
erected on the most approved plans at a great cost. Also, in a separate 
lot, Jacobs’ valuable Patent for Manufacturing Socketed Drain-pipes, to- 
gether with two expensive machines. 

May be viewed at any time, and particulars obtained at the King’s Arms, 
Grays, Essex; the Falcon, Gravesend ; of Messrs. Clarke & Morrice, Soli- 
citors, 29, Coleman-street ; of Messrs. Vallance & Vallance, Solicitors, 20, 
Essex-street, Strand ; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Chinnock & Galsworthy, 
Auctioneers and Land Agents, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo-place. 





In Chancery.—* Pound v. Vickers.”—Three Undivided Fourth Parts of the 
Valuable Impropriate Tithe Rent Charge of the Township of Buerton, 
Cheshire, commuted in 1843 at £181 5s. 

Ry ess. CHINNC CK and GALSWORTHY will 

SELL BY AUCTION, at the AUCTION MART, in the CITY OF 

LONDON, on THURSDAY, MARCH 18, at ONE o'clock, pursuant to an 

Order of the High Court of Chancery, and with the approbation of the 

Judge to whose Court this cause is attached, THREE UNDIVIDED FOURTH 

PARTS of the RENT CHARGE, in lieu of great tithes, apportioned over a 

large extent of land in the township of Buerton, near Audlem, Cheshire, 

commuted in 1843 at the sum of £181 5s., calculated to yield, in 1858, ac- 
cording to the tables of average, £191 5s. 9d., the Three Undivided Fourth 

Parts thus amounting to £143 16s. 10d. The owner of the other fourth 

part will accept the proportionate value thereof, so that the whole may be 

considered as actually in the market. 

Particulars may be obtained of Nicholas Gedye, Esq., Solicitor, 5, Chat- 
ham-place, Blackfriars, London; John Philpott, Esq., Solicitor, 20, Mon- 
tagu-street, Russell-square, London; Messrs. Lee, of Redbrook, Whit- 
church, Salop; of Henry Vickers, Esq., Solicitor, Bridgenorth, Salop; at 
the Crown Inn, Audlem; Lamb Inn, Nantwich; Royal Hotel, Chester; 
and of Messrs. Chinnock & Galsworthy, Auctioneers and Land Agents, 28, 

tegent-street, Waterloo-place, London. 





‘To Connoisseurs of Rare Wines.—590 dozen, matchless in quality, and in 
perfect condition, selected by G. T. Braine, Esq., and lying at the cellars 
of his late residence, 8, Hyde-park-terrace, from whence they will be 
delivered. 

ESSRS. CHINNOCK and GALSWORTHY, in 
calling attention to this SALE, have no hesitation in recommend- 

ing these wines to gentlemen desirous of possessing something of the 
highest possible character. ‘The sale will take place at the AUCTION 

ROOMS, 21, OLD BOND STREET, on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 24, at 

TWELVE. The principal part was laid down at a great cost upwards of 

ten years since, by Mr. Braine, whose well-known judgment is a sufficient 

guarantee for their excellence. The cellar comprises wines of the finest 
and rarest descriptions, genuine cabinet Johannisberg and Steinberg of 

41, 42, and Geisenheimer, Paulinenborg, Grafenberger, and other first 

growth Rhine wines; genuine and matchless Yquem Sauterne of 1834, in 

perfect condition; pure Chateau Lafitte, Chateau Margaux, and Braune 

Mouton of 1846, splendid Amontillado, Solera, and East India Brown 

Sherries, the rarest old East India Madeiras; dry and creaming Cham- 

pagnes, Coti Roti, Lachryma Christi, with other curious and rare wines in 

small quantities, and a bin of 53 dozen of Roriz Port of 1847, laid down in 

1850, a rich first-class wine now fast arriving at maturity. 

Catalogues will be forwarded on application to Messrs. Chinnock & Gals- 
worthy, 28, Regent-street, Waterloo-place, who recommend applications 
for a bottles so as properly to test the value of the wines before the 
auction, 
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SuBSCRIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
TERMS: —THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, IN sepa- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 83d. EACH. ‘THE TWO SENT FREE RY POST 
FOR 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. Ac .i.—ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

Subscriptions to the “ Souicitors’ JOURNAL AND REPORTER,” 
for the current year, are NOW DUE. Post-office orders 
should be made payable at the BRANCH MONEY-ORDER 
OFFICE, Chancery-lane, to Mr. WILLIAM DRAPER, 
59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, London, W.C. It is par- 
ticularly requested that ALL Drafts and Post-office Orders 
be crossed “ § Co.” 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 
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WHAT LORD CRANWORTH WOULD HAVE 
DONE FOR Us. 

Lord Cranworth has been distinguished throughout 
his term of office by a passion for petty legislation. Any 
scheme of a large and comprehensive character was cer- 
tain to be burked by the Lord Chancellor's doubts ; but 
if a reform was only sufficiently peddling, it had a fair 
chance of receiving the highest patronage. <A Bill 
which has been left as a legacy to the House of Lords 
by the Chancellor in the moment of his official dissolu- 


tion, exhibits the ruling passion dominant in the hour of 


death. This curious project of legislation is intituled, 
“An Act to give Tenants for Life, Trustees, and others, 
certain powers now commonly inserted in Settlements, 
Mortgages, and Wills.” The main object of the Bill is 
to shorten the common forms most frequently employed, 
by enacting that a variety of powers very often con- 
ferred upon trustees and others shall be implied in every 
case in which they are not expressly excluded by the 
terms of the instrument. The principle of this grand 
measure of legal reform is just the same as that of the 
“Columnar Act,” about which all that is remembered 
is the fact, that it has never been cited. To enact that 
a settlement shall confer powers which it does not 
mention, or that a short sentence which says one thing 
shall be held equivalent to a long one which says some- 
thing else, is not to our apprehension a very masterly 


way of dealing with the assumed expensiveness of 


legal assurances. If we were to admit for a moment 
that to reduce the number of skins in a deed was 
the grandest object which a law reformer could pro- 
pose to himself, we should hesitate to achieve this 
purpose by measures which would introduce uncertainty 
and doubt where all is now perfectly clear, and which, 
m many cases, would increase instead of diminishing 
the number of words in legal documents. As a general 
principle, it is much better that each instrument should 
declare what powers it is meant to give, and what re- 
strictions it is intended to impose, than that it should be 
filled with a collection of clauses, excluding, modifying, 
and limiting all the inappropriate directions and autho- 
Tities ante would otherwise be imported into it by 
force of a legislative enactment. By way of exhibiting 
the beneficial operation of his proposed Dill, Lord 
Cranworth has annexed to the printed copy a number of 
extracts from Davidson's conveyancing precedents, so as 
to enable the reader to ascertain exactly how many 
folios of engrossment might be saved by enacting that 
deeds should be taken to imply a variety of powers 
which they do not express. ‘Thus, powers to grant 
building leases, to enfranchise copyholds, to give receipts 
and apply the enfranchisement money on the trusts of 
0. 





the settlement, to grant licenses to demise, besides powers 
of sale and exchange, provisions as to leaseholds and 
their renewals, limited powers of mortgaging for certain 
purposes, and powers of appointing new trustees, together 
with the common trustees’ indemnity clauses, are all pro- 
posed to be enacted into every settlement which may be 
made after the Act comes into operation, except in cases 
where such powers are not required, and are expressly 
excluded by the terms of the deed. 

It is easy to foresee how this would work. Where a 
large estate had to be settled, comprising property of 
various kinds, and involving the solicitor who prepared 
the deed in corresponding responsibility, a paltry saving 
would be effected by depriving the solicitor of a fair 
remuneration. In the more numerous class of cases, 
where the property was small in amount and of a simple 
kind, the special powers provided for by Lord Cran- 
worth’s Bill would be unnecessary and objectionable. 
The settlement would, therefore, have to be swelled by 
the introduction of clauses expressly to negative the 
operation of the Act of Parliament. In other words, 
estates which could bear, and ought to pay, a reasonable 
amount of charges, would be benefited at the expense 
of small properties, which are now dealt with by short 
and inexpensive deeds, unencumbered by the columns of 
powers and provisoes which have filled Lord Cranworth 
with so much alarm. If the whole scheme were not too 
minute and insignificant to deserve serious consideration, 
we should protest against the injustice which is involved 
in the principle of ail such enactments. Solicitors have 
no wish to increase the cost of instruments by needless 
prolixity. Neither do they desire to maintain the pre- 
sent ruleof remuneration, which makes their fees depen- 
dent on the length of the drafts which they prepare. 
They would be quite willing to reduce all documents, if 
it were possible, to the compass of a sheet of note paper; 
but if this were done, they would insist upon the aban- 
donment of the absurd measure which it is now the 
practice to apply to their charges. 

Suppose the theory of Lord Cranworth’s Bill to be 
carried to a much higher point than he has attempted. 
We can imagine an Act which, instead of picking out a 
few dozen clauses from Mr. Davidson's book, should put 
the whole treatise into a schedule, and affix to each pre- 
cedent a distinguishing letter. It might then be enacted 
that any one who signed a piece of paper on which this 
letter was written should be taken to have executed the 
corresponding deed. We might thus have a complicated 
settlement reduced to some such shape as this :— 

Stat. [ ] Vict.cap.[ J]. 
Letter A. 
John Stubbs -+ his mark. 
Alice Grey. 
Schedule of parcels to be subject to the above settlement. 


Now, in principle, this would not be a whit more ab- 
surd or more unjust than Lord Cranworth’s proposal. 
The only difference would be, that, instead of cutting 
away half of the words of a deed, it would get rid of the 
whole, and would, at the same time, rob the solicitor of 
the whole, instead of part, of his professional remunera- 
tion. Even the non-professional public would see at 
once the ludicrous folly of such a statute as this, and yet 
it would be impossible for any one who accepted 
Lord Cranworth’s Bill to object to the principle of such 
a measure. It might or might not be practicable, but, if 
it were, it would be a necessary logical complement 
to what is now proposed. We have not the least antici- 
pation of seeing Lord Cranworth’s wonderful project 
passed into law; but we do regret that Bills conceived in 
so narrow a spirit should be introduced into Parliament 
at a time when bond fide measures of law reform are 
readily accepted by the profession. Any reasonable pro- 
ject for diminishing the cost and ditticulty attendant 
upon dealings with land will always, we hope, be fairly 
considered ; but no scheme can be regarded as reasonable 
which would lessen the expense of deeds at the risk of 
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introducing doubt and difficulty, or which would exact 
from the profession the same amount of labour and re- 
sponsibility as at present, while reducing the arbitrary 
measure which is forced upon lawyers as the standard 
for the taxation of their bills. The most effectual 
statute which could be passed on the subject of convey- 
ancing costs would be one which should make the 
solicitors’ charges, or, at least, a considerable part of 
them, proportional to the amount of the property 
dealt with, and not to the number of folios in their 
drafts. But nothing can be more unfair than to retain 
the old scale of charges, and, at the same time, to pare 
away clause by clause the instruments, the length of 
which constitutes the solicitor’s only legal claim for re- 
muneration for the otherwise unpaid exertion of” his 
skill and labour. 

——— 

POPULAR TREATMENT OF ATTORNEYS. 

We publish in another column a report of a trial at 
the Kent Assizes, in which a common jury has again 
given an example of its notions of justice to an attor- 
ney. We have before remarked that women, and espe- 
cially widows, stand an excellent chance of success in any 
appeal to the sympathies of twelve enlightened shop- 
keepers and yeomen against those who have advised 
them in testamentary and other difficulties. It 
comes, in fact, to this, that if a husband’s death 
has left his affhirs in any degree involved, the very 
embarrassment, if properly managed, is a_ positive 
advantage and souree of pecuniary gain. If any 
question should arise with a landlord, a partner, a 
creditor, or a debtor of the deceased, his bereaved wife 
applies to a solicitor for advice. What does the soli- 
citor hereupon? Popular prejudice is ready with its 
answer. He hurries the poor widow into a law-suit which 
shall consume all her slender substance. If all soli- 
citors were knaves, and also fools, they would undoubtedly 
adopt this course. But as there are members of the 
profession to be found possessing either a spark of con- 
seience or a glimmering of prudence, or even both com- 
bined, it follows that all solicitors will not do what the 
vulgar opinion would expect of them. If, indeed, a 
solicitor should be so rash as to give to a fair client 
advice which ultimately involved her in_ litigation, 
that solicitor, supposing him to be a man of substance, 
would have to contribute out of his own resources 
to improve the lady’s fortune. His conduct, skil- 
fully presented to the consideration of a jury of pro- 
per feeling as regards women and attorneys, would 
be visited with an ample penalty. The most remote 
and unforeseen consequences of the step he had 
counselled would be treated as certain and immediate. 
The anguish of mind occasioned by the pendency of 
proceedings would be valued at a handsome figure. 
Mental distress, we know, displays itself not unfrequently 
in a neglect of exterior adornment. Who can tell how 
far the anxieties of a law-suit may have impaired those 
charms of widowhood to which jurymen at least are not 
insensible ? Who can undertake to say how this neglect 
of means and opportunities may not have injured the 
future fortunes of the litigant? Might not the count- 
less hours spent at the shrine of Themis have been con- 
secrated, to the lasting advantage of the worshipper, to 
the service of a gentler goddess? And is it not just 
that he who, looking to his own profit, has thus wasted 
his client’s youth, and added to her cares, should render 
the fullest compensation for all the mischief, present and 
future, that he bas originated We can imagine a popu- 
lar advocate appealing to the sympathies of a common 
jury on such a subject, with very considerable success; 
and we should say that, in spite of the clearest summing- 
up of the most impartial judge, the original litigation 
would turn out to have been a remarkably protitable 
investment. 


But, supposing it were to happen that the lady client 
should unluckily meet with an honest and sensible 











attorney—if any such there be—and should thus be 
saved from litigation ; it might be feared, in such a case, 
that the conduct of her adviser would leave her nothing 
to complain of. Even a common jury, husbands and 
fathers every man of them, could scarcely expand their 
sympathies so widely as to pity the widow without an 
appreciable grievance. Thus we should have thought, 
until the recent verdict at the Kent Assizes, to which we 
have called attention. Here is a case in which the 
widow of a small farmer, or agricultural labourer, has a 
dispute with the landlord of her late husband, as to the 
right to the produce of four acres of land, held for an un- 
expired term under an unstamped agreement. The landlord 
alleged a right to enter for breach of the agreement, and 
he took possession and sold the crop. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the widow applied to Mr. Johnson, an attorney, 
to obtain redress. This gentleman, it appears, belonged to 
that class of attorneys, more numerous than is popularly 
supposed, who hold it to be their highest duty to keep 
their clients, if possible, out of all the courts. He adverted 
to the various considerations which would naturally pre- 
sent themselves to the mind of an experienced prac- 
titioner called upon to advise in such a case. There 
were several difficulties in the proposed plaintiff's way. 
Expense on more than one head was certain, and success 
was doubtful. It was, as we think all readers of the report 
will agree, peculiarly a case for compromise. The agree- 
ment was given up, and the sum of 8/. 10s. was paid by 
the landlord to Mr. Johnson, and by him handed over 
to his client, after deducting five shillings as the entire 
charge against her for his costs. 

It was for alleged gross negligence in advising and 
carrying into effect this compromise that an action was 
now brought by the widow against her attorney, Mr. 
Johnson. Mr. Justice Erle, who tried the cause, 
laid down, that the defendant’s advice to his client was 
correct in point of law, and he declared that he had 
the most cordial respect for Mr. Johnson for making 
the compromise he did, and charging a trifling sum for 
costs, whereas he might have commenced an action and 
run up a heavy bill. If Mr. Johnson had advised pro- 
ceedings, and his judgment in doing so had been open to 


| the smallest question, or if, in conducting the action, 


anything had occurred which ingenious malevolence 
could construe into a failure of care or skill, we know, 
from some recent experiences, how overpowering would 
have been the case against him. But when his profes- 
sional conduct, tried by the very highest standard, has 
been absolutely without reproach on the score alike of 
integrity, of caution, and of ability; when he has re- 
ceived from the judge an emphatic commendation, which 
we are sure will be echoed by every right-thinking man; 
even in such a case, it seems that a Kentish jury can 
stand fast by its stolid prejudices, and defy alike justice 
and reason by an utterly perverse verdict. 
$< ——$___— 
Legal Wews. 

It is satisfactory to learn, from Thursday night's 
debate in the House of Commons, that Sir George Grey’s 
scales of allowances to witnesses in criminal cases have 
already been condemned by his successor. It seems that 
the new rule has been applied in the case of the Royal 
British Bank; and as the sufferers under its operation 
were neither distant nor obscure, their complaints easily 
obtained attention, both at the Home Office and in Par- 
liament. Mr. Walpole immediately declared that the 
scales did not apply to the case of an ex-officio informa- 
tion; and, further, directed the authors of them to 
revise their calculations in a less penurious spirit. We 
trust that these gentlemen will commence their task by 
endeavouring to make themselves acquainted with the 
realities of the question they have to consider. One 
might suppose that, up to the present moment, they had 
never spent a day at an hotel, or, at any rate, had never 
paid the reckoning. It is told of an eminent French 
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mathematician and astronomer, that he visited one of 
our great northern towns, in company with two English- 
men. At the conclusion of their stay the tavern bill 
was called for, and the Frenchman undertook to calcu- 
late the share payable by each of the three companions. 
To do this, he turned the sum total into French money, 
and then divided it by three, and, having completed the 
arithmetical process, he laid on the table what he supposed 
to be the amount payable by himself; but, although the 
philosopher had done a sum in plain figures as correctly as 
an ordinary intelligence, he had unluckily misplaced the 
decimal point ; and the result was that his own calculated 
contribution to the joint expenditure was rather more than 
three times as much as the entire bill. Ona mind chiefly 
conversant with abstruse scientific investigations, the facts 
of every-day life produce but a transient impression, 
and there exist in the memory no experiences which 
may be applied unconsciously as a guide in dealing with 
the world. Now, it would seem that the advisers of the 
Home Office—the persons employed to rescue the county 
rates from the devouring rapacity of policemen—must 
have been suddenly transterred from some of the deepest 
labyrinths of speculation to the use of simple arithmetic 
and common sense. We cannot tell what, on the one hand, 
may have been lost to the entire human race by such a 
check to the progress of science; but we are certain, on 
the other, that very little has been gained by that part 
of the English nation which happened to have business 
at the assizes. A collection has been made in these 
columns of letters by experienced criminal officers on 
the working of the newscales. We have also published 
the joint suggestions of the Law Society and the Metro- 
politan and Provincial Law Association. As a further 
help to the elucidation of the same question we subjoin 
some portion of an article which appeared in the Leeds 
Mercury of Tuesday last. We recommend the gentle- 
men who have now to revise their scales to provide 
themselves with all these materials, and to take up their 
quarters at an inn and set to work. ‘Thus we hope they 
may be able to offer to Mr. Walpole a scheme of allow- 
ances not absolutely irreconcilable with the necessities of 
civilized life in England in the nineteenth century— 
these being the particular place and date to which the 
attention of the Sess Office and its advisers is ordi- 
narily confined. 


The Leeds Mercury treats the domestic side of the 
subject thus :— 

“In order to show the scale upon which witnesses will be 
remunerated under these regulations, which are now in force, 
let us take the case of Mr. A. B., who resides in Leeds, and who 
has been unfortunate enough to see a robbery committed. The 
delinquents are caught, and A. B. attends at the Court House to 
identify them. For his trouble and loss of time in so doing he 
is to he allowed a sum not exceeding 1s., which is to remunerate 
him for the loss of at least three or four hours of valuable time. 
The case being sutliciently clear to justify the magistrate in 
committing the prisoners for trial, they are duly sent to York, 
and there also must A. B. appear as a witness against them at 
the assizes. When he travels on his own business or for pleasure 
our friend usually takes a first-class ticket, but Sir George Grey 
will only allow him second-class fare for a journey from Leeds to 
York, and the same also on his return. When he arrives at York, 
he must live, and eat, and sleep, but it will be utterly impossible 
for him to do so out of the allowance made him by the regula- 
tions, which is not to exceed 3s. 6d. for each day and 2s. 6d. for each 
night that he may spend in the assize town. ‘These sums are 
said to be given for ‘expenses, trouble, and loss of time’ in 
attending the court. But throwing trouble and loss of 
time out of the question, we should like to know how 
& man could subsist in an assize town for twenty-four hours on 
6s.? This miserable sum only represents one-half of what the 
most rigid economist would spend under such circumstances, 
and very little more than a third of what the great majority of 
men occupying a decent position in life would expend while re- 
Siding inan hotel . 2... Fancy one of our leading 
Surgeons summoned to York to give the Court the benetit of his 
professional knowledge on a highly important criminal trial, 
and receiving for each day and night he may spend there 
1. 3s, 6d. ‘This would be hardly more than sufficient to pay 


his hotel expenses, and yet for it he is required to leave his 
Pp 3 

patients, and to communicate that knowledge which it has 

taken him many painful vears to acquire.” 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the MASTER OF THE ROLLS.) 
Costs—TaxaTION—ELection AGENT’s BILt. 
In ve Osborne, one §e.—March 17 & 18. 

The facts appeared to be, that Messrs. King, Blakemore, and 
Hanbury, the three Conservative candidates at the last election 
for the county of Hereford, having coalesced, retained Mr. Os- 
borne to act as an agent on their behalf for the Ross district of 
the county. Myr. Osborne accordingly acted by canvassing, 
attending the committee-reom of the district, &e., and, after the 
election was over, sent in his bill to the agent for election ex- 
penses. The bill being considered unreasonable was not paid, 
and thereupon Mi. Osborne commenced an action for the reco- 
very of the amount of it: and, after the delivery of the declara- 
tion, the solicitor for Messrs. King, Blakemore, and Hanbury, 
upon a petition by them obtained the usual order for the taxa- 
tion of a solicitor’s bill where twelve months have not elapsed 
from the delivery of it. The bill related to election business 
only. 

Mr. Giffard, for Mr. Osborne.—The order for taxation ought 
to be discharged, on the ground that it is irregular, as the bill 
is not a taxable bill. ‘the relation of solicitor and client has 
not been established in this case, and it is necessary that snch 
relationship should be shown to exist before the bill is taxable 
(Allen vy. Aldridge, 5 Beav. 401). It is not all business done by 
a solicitor for which the bill is taxable; it must be work usually 
done by a solicitor, and such as no one else could perform. 
Any one can canvass and transact business as an election 
agent. The case Re Andrews (17 Beav.) does not govern this 
case; moreover this is a case more appropriate for a jury than a 
taxing-master to decide. 

Mr. Stallard, for Messrs. King, Blakemore, & Hanbury.— 
The words of the 37th section of the Solicitors’ Act (6 & 7 
Vict. ¢. 73) are very general, and it is only necessary to estab- 
lish the relation of solicitor and client to make a bill taxable. 
That relation is established in this case by the retainer. It is 
not merely to canvass that a solicitor is retained as an agent at 
an election; he is required to attend at the committee-room to 
advise on questions requiring legal advice. Many such points 
frequently arise. This is business consistent with the ordinary 
duties of a solicitor. It does not follow that because other per- 
sons might have been employed to do the business done by a 
solicitor, the bill for such business is not taxable, so long as it 
is business within the province of a solicitor. 











Tue Master or THE Rotts.—In this ease I think the peti- 
tioners are entitled to have the bill taxed. His Honour then re- 
ferred to the 37th section of the Solicitors’ Act, giving him power 
to order taxation of a bill where no part of such business is trans- 
acted in any court of law or equity. The section entitled the 
person who has employed the solicitor to have the bill taxed. 
Of course, there are some cases which do not come within this 
section; and the point that I have to decide is, whether this 
does. In the case of Allen v. Aldridge, the relation of solicitor 
and client did not exist, and it is clear that there must be such 
relation. In this case there is no doubt that such relation 
exists. It is not a tenable proposition, that any person can be 
retained as an election agent, and properly fulfil the duties of 
such person. .A person acquainted with the law can alone do 
it. It is clear that Mr. Osborne was bound to give his legal 
advice and assistance on any questions that might arise in the 
course of the election; and the items in the bill appear to be 
charged in consideration of such professional assistance. I 
must, therefore, dismiss the motion; but as this was a case 
proper to be argued, the costs of the motion will be costs in the 
taxation. : 

HOME CIRCUIT.—.Marnstoyx. 
(Before Mr. Justice ERLE and 2 Common Jury.) 
Esther Wraight v. Johnson —Mar. 16. 

This was an action against an attorney and solicitor for ne- 
gligence in failing to procure for the plaintit? due compensation 
for certain wrongs done to her by Mr. Curling. ‘The declara- 
tion contained also a count in trover and in detinue for a cer- 
tain ETE ement or } jece of paper, 

Mr, Edwin James snd Mr. Woolleté appeared for the plaintiff; 
Mr. Bovill and Mr. Hannen for the defendant. 








The plaintiff is a widow, whose husband died in December, 
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1856, and before his death he had held four acres of marsh 
land of Mr. Curling, at a rental of £7 for the first year of his 
tenancy, £8 for the two following years, and £10 a-year after- 
wards. In January, 1857, the plaintiff sent her sou to Mr. 
Curling to pay him £10 for the rent up to the preceding 
Michaelmas, and no fresh agreement was then made as to the 
widow being accepted as tenant in the place of her husband, 
Mr. Curling saying, in answer to a question put to him on that 
subject by her son, that according to the terms of the agree- 
ment the tenant was bound to carry out and spread all the 
mould from the ditches, and that she had not done so; but that 
he would consider about taking her as tenant. Nothing further 
was said or done about the matter; the grass was laid up for 
hay; it was cut in June, and on the 27th of that month, when 
it was ready to be carried, Mr. Curling sent waggons and horses 
and took it away. Upon this, the plaintiff went to Mr. John- 
son, the defendant, told him the circumstances of the case, and 
gave him the agreement under which her husband held the land. 
The agreement bore date May, 1852, and was in the following 
form:—* Anagreement of hiring a marsh, called Lambert’s Marsh, 
in the parish of Herne Hill. I, Mr. George Wraight, do hire the 
said marsh lands of Mr. John Rigden Curling, in the parish of 
Herne Hill, for the sum of £7 for the first year, and the two fol- 
lowing years for the sum of £8 per year, and the remainder 
four years at £10 per year, making the seven years, in consi- 
deration that the said George Wraight will carry out and spread 
all the mould lying round the ditches in a workman-like man- 
ner, within the first three years, or pay the sun of £3 per 
year for every year it should remain, or take possession at any 
time.” The defendant told her, that if she sued Mr. Curling, she 
would have to stamp the agreement, and that could only be 
done on paying a penalty of £10; and further, that she 
would have to take out letters of administration to her deceased 
husband; but he said, that if she left the matter in his hands 
she might depend upon his doing the best he could for her. 
The matter was accordingly left in his hands, and he settled the 
matter with Mr. Curling, by giving up the agreement, and 
stating an account with him in this way—'lhe hay carried off 
was estimated at five tons, and worth about £15, to that a sum 
of £1 was added for the cost of the labour expended upon it; 
then £7 10s for three quarters’ rent, up to Midsummer, 1857, 
was deducted, leaving £8 10s. due to the plaintiff. ‘lhe defen- 
dant’s charges were 10s., the half of which he made Mr. Curl- 
ing pay, and the other he charged to the plaintiti, and sent her 
a cheque for £8 5s. 

The plaintiff now complained that the defendant had shown 
gross want of skill, first, in advising that she could not sue Mr. 
Curling without being obliged to stamp the agreement; 
secondly, in saying that letters of administration to her 
deceased husband would be necessary; and, finally, in making 
the settlement that he did, and surrendering the plaintiff's in- 
terest in the land. And she claimed as damages the value of 
the hay carried off by Mr. Curling, the worth of the aftergrass, 
and the profits that she might have made of the marsh this 
year if she had continued to occupy it, deducting therefrom the 
amount of the rent. Evidence was given to show that the 
quantity of hay carried off by Mr. Curling was about eight 
tons, and worth about £24, and that the aftergrass was worth 
15s. an acre. 

At the conclusion of the plaintiff's case, it was submitted by 
Mr. Bovill, on the part of the defendant, that there was no 
evidence to go to the jury of gross negligence; that the defen- 
dant was quite right in point of law, as to the necessity the 
plaintiff would have been under of stamping the agreement, and 
taking out letters of administration, before proceeding to sue 
Mr. Curling; and that the settlement ultimately made was the 
best that could have been effected for the plaintiff; at all 
events, that there was no gross want of skill in respect of it. 
The learned Judge held that the defendant gave the soundest 
advice as to the agreement and the letters of administration, 
and said that he should leave the question of negligence to the 
jury on the settlement finally effected. 

Evidence was then given, on the part of the defendant, to 
show that the quantity of hay taken away was five tons only 
instead of eight; that neither the plaintiff nor her husband had 
fulfilled the terms of the agreement, in carrying out and 
spreading all the mould from the ditches, but, on the contrary, 
had left a considerable portion of it round the ditches, and 
grown potatoes on it; and, consequently, that Mr. Curling was 
entitled to an additional £3 per year for rent, or was empowered 
to re-enter. 

Mr. Justice ERLE, in summing up, told the jury that they 
could not find a verdict for the plaintiff, unless they were 
satisfied that the defendant had shown a gross want of skill in 








making the settlement he did, and said that it was desirable to 
consider the position the plaintiff was in at the time she con- 
sulted the defendant—her rights, her liabilities, and the risks 
she would have had to encounter in suing Mr. Curling. 
He then explained to them, that, under the agreement, the 
plaintiff’s husband became tenant from year to year, upon the 
terms stated in the agreement; that on his death the interest 
in that tenancy vested in his legal representative; and 
that, if an action had been brought, the event of that 
action might have been doubtful, in consequence of the 
alleged breach of the stipulations contained in the agreement 
about carrying out and spreading the mould. But that, 
even if she had succeeded, the penalty on stamping the 
agreement, the expense of taking out letters of administration, 
and the extra costs between attorney and client which she 
would have incurred, would have more than swallowed up any 
damages she might have recovered. Under these circumstances, 
the question was, whether there was gross want of skill in the 
defendant in settling her claim for a sum of 8/. 10s. net, after 
paying for the use and occupation of the land. For his owns 
part, the learned Judge said, that he had the most cordial re- 
spect for Mr. Johnson for making the compromise he did, and 
charging only 10s. for his services; whereas he might have com- 
menced an action, and run up a heavy bill of costs. But still, 
no inatter how respectable the defendant might be, or by what 
honourable motives he was actuated, it was for the jury to 
say whether, in making that settlement, he was guilty of gross 
want of skill. 

After a short deliberation, the jury found a verdict for the 
plaintiff. Damages, £24. 

On the application of Mr. Bovill, execution was stayed till 
after the first four days of next term. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS, March 15. 

George Perry, 39, was indicted for embezzling 51. 5s, and 
other moneys received by him for and on account of Borlase 
Hill Adams, his master, and for embezzling divers sums received 
on account of John Fish Pownall, also his master. He pleaded 
“ Guilty.” 

Mr. Payne, for the prosecution, said, the employers of the 
prisoner were conveyancers. It was not usual for conveyancers 
to receive fees, as other counsel did, upon the delivery of their 
briefs, but there was an account between them and the 
attorneys who employed them, which was settled periodically 
through the medium of the clerk. In Mr. Adams's case the 
sum received by the prisoner and appropriated to himself was 
about £25; but in that of Mr. Pownall the amount was more 
serious, exceeding altogether £800. 

The prisoner was sentenced to penal servitude for five years. 
Upon hearing the sentence, he fell down in the dock, and was 
curried away by the officers. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 
Inve Hall and Hall—March 12. 

His Honour, in giving judgment, said:—I refuse both the 
bankrupts their certificates. They are without protection. I 
cannot hold out any prospect of this Court interfering until 
they have undergone two years’ imprisonment at least; and it 
is the duty of the assignees to take advice whether any part of 
the criminal law is applicable. 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS’ COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner PHILuIrs.) 
In re Richard W. Burton—Mar. 8. 


This insolvent, an‘ auctioneer, &c., in Inverness-road, Pad- 
dington, was opposed by Mr. Sargood for a widow lady, named 
Massey. 

The opposition was for a breach of trust; and the insolvent, 
who had tiled two petitions under the Protection Acts (the first 
one having been dismissed), had been protected from arrest for 
nearly three months. 

Mr. Commissioner Puttires, in giving judgment, said, by 
the Protection Acts imprisonment for debt to an honest man 
was virtually abolished. Except in the case of a trader owing 
as much as £300, any debtor might obtain a protection without 
one hour’s imprisonment, until he came to the court, and then, 
if guilty of fraud, as in this case, the protection would be with- 
drawn, and then the debtor might be sent to prison, not for 
owing the debt, but for having contracted it fraudulently. He 
was anxious these remarks should go forth to the public now 
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that the question of imprisonment for debt was being discussed 
for the law did not press in the manner that some persons re- 
presented; and with respect to the restrictions on traders to 
£300, he certainly should like to see it extended to £500. 
Still, there was the Court of Bankruptcy open to traders above 
that amount, but the expense was considerable. 

The case was adjourned sine die, and the insolvent arrested 
outside, after a three months’ protection. 


THE NEW MINISTRY. 
SOLICITOR-GENERAL FOR IRELAND.—Mr. Edmund Hayes, 
SOLIcITOR-GENERAL FoR SCOTLAND.—Charles Baillie, Esq., 

Advocate, —— 


The Lord Chancellor has declined to confirm the appointment 
of a gentleman to the Wolverhampton bench of magistrates, on 
the ground that an office which he held—that of poor-law 
auditor—was incompatible with that of a justice of the peace. 


Hugh M‘Calmont Cairns, Esq., her Majesty’s Solicitor-General, 
on the 17th instant received the honour of knighthood. 

The Queen has appointed Richard James Corner, Esq., of the 
Home Circuit, to be Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Her 
Majesty’s Forts and Settlements on the Gold Coast, and Assessor 
to the Native Chiefs within the protected territories near or ad- 
jacentthereto; E. B. Watermeyer, Esq., to be one of the three 
Pusine Judges of the Supreme Court of the Colony of the 
Cape of Good Hope; and Henry J. Woodcock, Esq., to be 
Attorney-General for the Island of Antigua. 


Messrs. Owen & Gutch, late bankers of Worcester, applied, 
in the Birmingham District Bankruptcy Court, on the 5th 
instant, for their certificate. It was reported by the official 
assignee that the total deficiency was £40,865, a dividend of 
10s. would be made, and the affairs would very shortly be 
wound up. The books had been very regularly kept and 
balanced half-yearly. The official assignee also stated that the 
property of the bankrupts was entirely unencumbered, and that 
they might have gone on trading had they wished. There was 
no opposition on the part of the assignees, and the bankrupts 
asked for a certificate of the first class. One of the bankrupts 
was eighty-three years of age, and the other more than seventy. 
Mr. Commissioner Balguy awarded a certificate of the first class. 


The magistrates of the county of Middlesex have at length 
adopted measures for accomplishing improvements in the 
Sessions-house, not only for the better accommodation of the 
public, but in the arrangement of the offices wherein the 
county business is carried on, particularly those of the clerk of 
the peace and the county treasurer. ‘The “sanctum” of the 
latter may be compared toa vault, of which the clerk of the 
peace-oftice forms an upper story. Arrangements have been 
made, and plans are in course of preparation, which, when 
carried out, will provide efficient offices for the transaction of 
the ordinary business of the county, and good and convenient 
courts, with proper accommodation for the public, jurors, and 
counsel, the want of which has been so long and so justly com- 
plained of. 

a 


Reeent BDerisions in Chancery. 


PARTNERSHIP—INTEREST OF SURVIVING PARTNER IN 
MINEs. 
Clements v. Hall, 6 W. R. 358. 

There is no rule of law better established than that which 
says that there is no survivorship among co-partners. A part- 
nership is dissolved by the death of one of the partners; nor do the 
executors or representatives of partners in their representative 
capacity succeed to the condition of partners. Upon the death of 
a partner the law contemplates an entire cessation of the part- 
nership business, but the share of the moveable stock and effects 
of the partnership, subject to its liabilities, devolves upon the 
personal representatives of the deceased partner. The surviving 
partner deals with the partnership estate ex necessitate; but as to 
the deceased partner, he is regarded in the light of a trustee; 
so that if he continues the business, trading on the partnership 
stock, or involving the partnership property, he does so at his 
own risk, and is liable to the option of the representatives of the 
deceased partner whether he shall account for the profits, or shall 
be charged with interest on the moneys belonging to the dead 
partner which haye been retained. Where the partnership own 





a lease with a right of renewal, and one of the partners obtains 
a renewal for his own benefit, he will te held to be a trustee 
for his co-partners and their representatives. In Clements v. 
Hall, 1 mine which was held under a term of years had been 
worked by two partners until two years before the death 
of one, and during those two years, it was worked by them 
as tenants from year to year. Four years afterwards, the sur- 
viving partner obtained a renewal of the lease, and the ques- 
tion in the suit was, whether the representative of the deceased 
partner had any interest in the mine and the renewed lease. 
Apart from all questions of acquiescence, waiver, or delay on 
the part of the representative of the deceased partner, the ques- 
tion as to the abstract rights of the parties under these circum- 
stances may be considered. The Master of the Rolls held that 
the interest of the deceased partner ceased at the time of his 
death, when it became the property of the surviving partner, 
subject to his accounting for the capital of the deceased in the 
mine at that time. “If the testator,’ said his Honour, “ dies 
carrying on a mining partnership with another as tenants from 
year to year, there is no law which makes it imperative on his 
legal personal representative to continue the trade; neither is 
there anything to compel the surviving partner to continue the 
partnership.” The Lord Chancellor (Cranworth), however, was 
of opinion that, provided that the legal personal representative 
had interfered in time, the surviving partner would have no 
right to obtain a new lease for his own benefit exclusively. 
Lord Justice Turner considered that every renewal of interest 
in the mine was to be held in trust by the surviving partner for 
the partnership which owned the original interest in it. Lord 
Justice Knight Bruce was disposed to agree with the view 
adopted by the Master of the Rolls. The result of the case on 
appeal, however, was a declaration that the representative of 
the deceased partner took an interest in the mine itself from 
the death of the testator, including the benefit of the renewed 
lease, notwithstanding that the representative had not con- 
tributed to the expense, or shared the risk of working the mine, 
and though the suit in which the right was asserted was not 
instituted until six years had elapsed since the death of the 
partner, On this point the Lord Chancellar observed, “ If the 
property consist in part of leaseholds, the representative of the 
deceased partner may treat the survivor as trustee; and if he 
renew the lease, he is considered to do so for the benefit of the 
partnership; but this rule is subject to qualification where the 
trade is one of a speculative character, requiring outlay, with 
an uncertain return. ‘There, if the surviving partner continue 
the trade in his own name, and renews the lease, the Court will 
not consider that the representative of the deceased partner has 
any interest unless he contributes a due proportion of money 
for the purpose of the business.” It was the opinion of the 
Court, however, that, under the circumstances of the present 
case, the legal perscnal representative of the deceased partner 
had done all that was necessary for preserving his rights. 


1 & 2 Vicr. c. 11O—DecREE oF CourT oF Equitry— 
JUDGMENT DEBT. 
Garner v. Briggs, 6 W. R. 378. 

A very important question arose in this suit. It was shortly 
this: What decrees in equity are to have the effect of judg- 
ments in the superior courts of common law, under the pro- 
visions of the 18th section of the 1 & 2 Vict.c. 110? In the 
administration of estates, it is frequently a matter of doubt, 
in settling the priorities of creditors, whether certain 
decrees of the Court of Chancery, which unquestionably affect 
the estate of the testator or intestate, whose estate is being ad- 
ministered, have the effect of judgments at law; and, there- 
fore, give the creditor interested under the decree precedence 
next after debts due to the Crown, and those to which particular 
statutes give priority of payment, and before recognizances and 
other debts of record, as well as specialties. ‘The 18th section 
enacts, that all decrees and orders of courts of equity, whereby 
any sum of money or any costs, charges, or expenses, shall be 
payable to any person, shall have the effect of judgments in the 
superior courts of common law; and the persons to whom such 
moneys, &c., shall be payable shall be deemed judgment credi- 
tors. V. C. Kindersley, in Garner vy. Briggs, distinguishes 
between a judgment or order, which is merely interlocutory, as 
is common in courts of equity, and one which is final for the pay- 
ment of a specific sum of money, and where there is a right in 
some one actually to receive the money, as is usually the case at 
common law; and his Honour enunciated the rule, that a decree 
of a court of equity is on the same footing as such a judg- 
ment at law only where the nature of the decree is analogous 
to such a judgment. The decree in equity must be a final 
adjudication, and substantially an order to pay a definite sum. 
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eaufort v. Phil (1 De G. & Sma. 
321), a decree for specific performance, with a reference to the 
Master to compute interest and tax costs, and ordering defen- 
dant to pay purchase-money, and interest, and costs, when ascer- 
tained, was held to be a judgment debt within the 18th section. 
In the suit of Garner v. Moore, the defendant, an executor, was 
decreed to be liable to pay a specific sum, together with interest ; 
and the decree, after directing that four specitic sums should be 
allowed, ordered that the defendant should be charged with the 
balance in his account of the personal estate of the testator, 
directed to be taken in another suit. The Vice-Chancellor 
held that this only amounted to the charge of a mere item in 
an account, and, therefore, was not equivalent to a judgment 
debt, within the meaning of the Act. 

SpEciFIC PeRroRMANCE—ContTRACT BY Directrors—UN- 

AUTHORISED AGENT. 
Ellis v. Colnan, 6 W. KR. 360. 

This suit was an attempt to get specific performance of an 
undertaking entered into by the directors of a railway com- 
pany, that, in the event of calls being made on certain shares 
taken by their contractors in payment for works, the company 
would accept shares at par in satisfaction of the calls. It must 
have been quite clear to all parties that such un undertaking 
was beyond the power of the company or the directors to make. 
The contractors, however, had been content with a resolution 
passed by the board, that the arrangement should be carried 
out. When calls were afterwards made upon the shares, the 
contractors were compelled to pay them in cash, instead of in 
shares at par; and, as the market value of the shares was at a 
heavy discount, they were losers to a considerable amount by 
the transaction. They had no remedy against the company, 
which could not be compelled to do an illegal act. The Dill, 
therefore, was filed against the directors, praying relief on two 
grounds. One was that the directors inight be de ifi- 
cally to perform the contract implied in the resolution which 
they had passed. This was founded on the assumed maxim 
that where an agent contracts without hay authority, he may 
himself be substituted for the principal, sud held liable. just as 
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if he had contracted on his own behalf. 
merly received a good deal of countenance in a series of cases, of 
which Smout v. Ilbery (10 M. & W. 1), is one of the most fami- 
liar, but it has at length been completely exploded. The case 
of Lewis v. Nicholson (18 (. B. 508) expressly decided that there 
was no such remedy against an nuauthorised agent as had been 
supposed, and it was suggested th: ; 
all it was on the footing of an ix 
that he had si ent sauthorit: 
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and thie de:murrers put in to the bill were accordingly allowed. 
ro 
Cases at Common Haw specially kuteresting to Attorneys. 


CriminaL Law—Derecr tn COoNnstTiruTion or JuKyY— 
Construction or 11 & 12 Vict, c. 78, 
Reg. y. Mellor, 6 W.K., C. C. B., 822. 








In this cise the prisoner had been convicted of murder, and 
sentenced to death; but the sentence was respited until the 
the judges sitting under the provisions of 11 & 12 


opinion 








Vict.c. 78 (the Act passed in 1848 “ for the further amendment 
of the criminal law,’ and which established what is often called 
“the Court of Criminal Appeal”) was obtained as to the effect 
of a mistake which occurred upon the trial, but which was not 
discovered until the day after. ‘This mistake was, that the name 
of J. H. T. being called from the panel as one of the jury, the 
call was, without improper intention, but by mistake, answered 
by one W. ‘T., another of the panel, who was sworn as J. H. T., 
without challenge by the prisoner, and concurring in the ver- 
dict of guilty, did not find out that he had answered to a wrong 
name until the next day. It was now coutended before the 


judges sitting. to determine this point, which had been re- 


served for their consideration under the above statute by 
the judge before whom the prisoner had been tried, that there 
had been a mistrial; inasmuch as the prisoner’s right of 
peremptory challenge (allowed, in felonious cases, by the English 
law) had been invaded, since not knowing the persons of either 
of the two men he might have wished to challenge W. T,, 
though not J. H. 'T., on account of having heard (it might be 
gested) that W. 'T. was unfavourable to him, but that 
J. H. T. was impartial. ‘The case was heard before the fifteen 
j , und while eight of them held that the conviction must 
firmed, on the ground to which reference will presently be 
made, the remaining seven (including two of the chiefs) thought 
that there had been a mistrial, and held their proper course was 
to direct—under the power the statute gave them “ to make such 
order as justice may require’—that the prisoner should be kept 
in custody until he could be tried a second time. Among the 
judgments delivered by the minority, that of Lord Campbell de- 
serves the most attention, both from his position, and also from 
the certainty with which it was expressed. On the main ques- 
tion, whether the above mistake was fatal to the verdict, and 
consequently to the judgment, he remarked, that, while the law 
of England gave to every prisoner tried for felony a right per- 
emptorily to challenge a certain number of jurors, in the case 
before them the prisoner had been tried and convicted by one 
juror whom he had no opportunity of so challenging if he 
thought fit; as he had good reason to believe that such juror 
was another man—viz. J. H. T., under which name he was 
called and came up to be sworn. It was not therefore the case 
of a mere misnomer, as where the panel erroneously describes 
some juror summoned and sworn (1 state of things provided for by 
21 Jac. 1,¢.13); but J. HL. 'T., whose name was called, and who did 
not appear, was an existing person, different from him who was in 
fact sworn and who served. Hence, in the present case, the jury 
who tried the case were not clothed with the legal authority 
essential to the validity of their verdict. After thus dealing 
with the principle involved in the case, Lord Campbell next con- 

idered the authorities; and he thought the case was governed 
by that of Norman vy. Beamout (Willes, 484), in which a ver- 
dict was, after great deliberation, sect aside because one of the 
persons serving on the jury, who was not on the panel, had 
auswered to the name of, and was sworn and served as, another 
person who, being on the panel, had been summoned, but did 
not appear. ‘This ease was afterwards supposed to have been 
overturned by 2 case referred to in 12 East, 230, in notis; 
but on examination the two are perfectly in concord, the later 
oue being in fact a mere case of misnomer, and not a substituted 
service. It was (argued Lord Campbell) in consequence of a 
misapprehension as to thé nature of this later case, that Lord 
Ellenborough decided, in Yates v. dill (i2 East, 229), that a 
inistake such as that now under consideration worked no mis- 
trial; but not only was this decision wrong, but, even if it were 
right, it was not conclusive of the case under discussion, as it 
Was a civil action instead of a criminal trial, and it is in the 
latter only that the right of peremptory challenge exists. As 
lave oecurred since that of Yates v. Hill 


























to the cases which 

(viz., Dovey v. Hobson, 6 Taunt. 359; Ree v. Tremearne, 5 B. & 
(, 254; and Reg. v. Metcalf, 3 Cox, C. C., 220), he considered 
that, although not conclusive, they were on the whole in favour 
of the prisoner; and he further conceived that the judges had 
power, under the statute, to make an entry on the record that 
the conviction was not proper, and to direct a venire de novo 
to issue, and that the prisoner should be detained in custody to 
take his trial at the next gaol delivery. 

In this opinion, Cockburn, C. J., though with some hesitatien, 
concurred, He thought that what was proposed to be done was 
within a liberal construction of the powers conferred on the 
judges by the statute, provided there had been in point of fact 
a istrial; and with regard to this, he also inclined to the 
affirmative, being pressed by the consideration, that had the pri- 
soner been in point of fact injuriously affected by the mistake, 
there appeared to be no other method of redressing the grievance 
for him. ‘The judgment of the Chief Baron may, on the other 
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hand, be taken as representing the grounds which weighed with 
the majority of the judges in affirming the conviction—viz., 
that while they declined for the present the question whether 
the judgment of death passed on the prisoner was impeachable 
on account of what had occurred, they considered that the 
proper way of raising that question was by error (either in fact 
or for law, they would not say which), and not by a case under 
11 & 12 Vict.c. 78. They held, that the judges sitting under 
that statute had jurisdiction only to determine matters of law 
occurring at the trial of which the judge could take judicial 
notice; and that it was not intended thereby to interfere with 
the functions of a court of error (as to which see also per Lord 
Wensleydale in R. v. Faderman, 1 Den., C. C., 568). And they 
further held that, under the statute, no power was given to 
order a new trial; and that, if they sent a certificate to the 
sheriff that the conviction was bad, it might be questionable 
whether the prisoner would not be entitled to his instant dis- 
charge. ‘The conviction was accordingly affirmed. * 

The question primarily involved in the case under discussion 
—viz., whether such a mistake as occurred in the constitution 
of the verdict is fatal or otherw must, from its nature, be of 
very rare occurrence; and would not have engaged so much of 
our attention if there were not incidentally mixed up with it 
another point of much wider application, and one which affects 
the whole constitution of the tribunal established in 1848 asa 
court of criminal appeal. 

It is perfectly clear that the chiefs of the three courts 
are at issue on this subject; and that, while Lord Campbell 
and Cockburn, C. J., hold that the statute is intended to 
confer a power of giving the Crown permission to try again, 
without the prisoner being able to plead awrefois convict, the 
Chief Baron conceives that no such power exists; but that, 
whatever course the Court of Criminal Appeal may adopt, with 
regard to the conviction and judgment, their decision is intended 
to be final in the matter, without any direction as to any future 
trial for the same offence. Hence, if they reverse the judgmeut, 
the prisoner must be discharged; if they affirm: it, the sentence 
passed on him must be executed; and when the statute says they 
may make “ such other order as justice may require,” all that 
is intended is, that they may order the party convicted to be 
let out on bail, on his undertaking to bring a writ of error on 
the judgment they have aftirmed. It is singular that, during 
the ten years during which this statute has been in force, this 
important question of criminal practice should not have been 
sooner raised, and that it cannot even now be said to have 


been settled. 


County Courr PRACTICE—SIGNING CASE 
OPINION OF THE CoURT OF APPEAL. 
Ward appel. v. Reddifer resp. 6 W. R., C. P., 326. 

In this case a question arose as to the effect (if uny) of re- 
marks added by a county court judge to his signature of a case, 
agreed upon by the parties, for the opinion of the Court above. 
The duty of the judge, with regard to these cases, is laid down 
in 18 & 14 Vict. ¢. 61, and r. 145 of the “ Rules and Orders of 
Practice.” By the statute, it is provided that the appeal given 
thereby is to be in the form of a case agreed on by both parties 
or their attorneys, and that, if they cannot agree, the judge of 
the county court, upon being applied to by them or their 
attorneys, shall settle the case and sign it; and by the practice 
rule, it is directed that all cases shall, unless the judge shall 
otherwise order, be presented for signature within a certain 
period after the day of pronouncing judgment, and shall be 
signed by the judge on being presented to him for that purpose. 
It will be observed that the statute contains no direction as to 
the case being signed by the judge ifthe parties agree upon the 
statements therein, but that this omission is supplied by the 
rule above referred to. In the case under discussion, the judge 
did not coincide in all of the statements on which the parties 
had agreed, and consequently added, after his signature, some 
remarks qualifying such statements. ‘The Court declined to 
decide whether, under the circumstances, the judge might have 
refused to sign the case presented to him, as it appeared to him 
to be incorrect; but they held the course which had been taken 
by him in adding an appendix or protest, was clearly wrong. 

dt may be observed that in Smith app., Douglas resp. (16 
C. B. 31), it was held that if'a case signed by the county court 
Judge be so stated that the superior court cunnot give a satis- 
factory judgment thereon, it will be returned to him to be 
wnended. ‘This does not appear to have been referred to in the 
_* We have been informed that the prisoner has been directed to be kept 
in eustody by the Home Seeretary, on his own authority ; and that he has 
also directed him to be tried again. If this is so, it is not ensy te seo what 
wnswer there would be to a ploa of audreyvis convict, 
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argument of the case under discussion, but it seems to indicate 
that the judge would have been justified in refusing to sign the 
case until it was so shaped as, in his judgment, to inform the 
Court above what the point was for their decision. 
Common Law Procepure Act, 1854—WuHEN A WRIT OF 
INJUNCTION MAY BE CLAIMED—PRACTICE. 
Shaw v. Stanton, 6 W. R., Exch., 327. 

The writ of injunction, which was allowed by the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, to be claimed from a court of law, 
against the repetition or continuance of a breach of contract or 
other injury, or against the committal of any breach of con- 
tract or injury of a like kind, arising out of the same contract, 
or relating to the same property or right, has not been much 
used in practice——owing probably to the reluctance which the 
Courts have hitherto evinced to avail themselves of the equit- 
able powers intrusted to them by that statute. In the case 
under discussion, however, such a writ was successfully applied 
for; the injury complained of being, that, in contravention of a 
covenant for quiet enjoyment of a bed of coal, the lessor had so 
worked a quarry of stone, lving over the bed demised, as to 
bore a hole into the bed, destroy part of the barrier between 
the quarry and mine, and flood the latter with water. It should 
be noticed, that the statute requires the writ of injunction to be 
claimed by indorsement on the writ of summons. It does not 
appear by the report whether this requisite was complied with; 
but the case was withdrawn from the ordinary course by being 
referred to an arbitrator, who reserved certain questions of law 
for the opinion of the Court. After their j 








judgment on these 

points had been given, application was made for a writ of in- 

junction; and it was granted, though the Court seemed to enter- 

tain some doubt whether it should not form the subject of a 

separate application. 

BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY—ADJOURNING PETITION OF 
INSOLVENT SINE DIE. 





Re Monro, 6 W. 
| Contliets of jurisdiction between the judges of the county 
and insolvency 
> former tribunals 
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- checked, see Cookman 


K., Q. B., 332. 





courts and the commissioners of bankruy 

have been not untr i 
| have shown a disposition (now rec 
| v. Rose, sup. p. 499) to disregard the protection afforded by the 
certificates or adjudications granted by the latter. In the case 
under discussion, on the other hand, the conduct of a county 
court judge was complained of, because he declined to interfere 
with the decision of a bankruptcy commissioner. It appeared 
that a trader having been duly adjudicated a bankrupt, had 
failed to surrender on the day named. Subsequently he applied 
tor leave to surrender, but the application was refused by the 
commissioner, and the bankrupt directed to pay the costs 
thereof. For these costs he was taken in execution, and, being 
in custody, petitioned the county court judge as an insolvent 
debtor. This petition, after being several times partly heard and 
adjourned, was at length adjourned sine die, with permission for 
the insolvent to come up in, on ten days’ notice, the 
judge saying that he would not defeat the judgment of the 
bankruptcy commissioner. Application was now made to 
the Court of Queen’s Bench tor a rule calling upon 
the county court judge to show cause why he should not 
with, and ad 
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jurisdiction 
by the 
if W petition, 
he form ef his last 
ithorised by the terms of the 1 & 
2 Vict. c. 110, s. 72, under w le, still this would 
only affect the validity of the judge's dec 1, and not be a 
ground for the present application, which lay only where juris. 
diction was declined. ‘The Court also intimated that they 
thought the petition of an insolvent mi properly be dis- 
missed, for the reason which influenced the county court jucge 
on the present oceasion, viz. an unwillingness to aid the bank- 
rupt in frustrating the control of the bankruptey commissioners 
by presenting a pe insolvent. 

It may be remarked that previously to the 19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 108, 8. 43, the application in a case such as that under dis- 
cussion would have been, it is apprehended, for a mandamus; 
but in that provision a rule to show cause is substituted, where 
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done by any party. It may, however, be noticed, that the 
county court judge, in hearing the petitions of insolvents, sits 
only as the assessor or commissioner of the Insolvent Debtors’ 
Court; and it may therefore be open to some doubt whether 
such petitions are properly acts relating to the duties of his 
office as judge of the county court. If so, the writ of manda- 
mus would still seem to be the proper one to issue in the event 
of his refusing to hear a petition referred to him. ‘The practice, 
however, appears to have been established the other way, for 
the application against the judge of the county court of York, 
Ex parte Greenwood (6 W. Kt., Q. B., 102), was framed as the 
one under discussion, and in that case also (which occurred 
since 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108), the judge was required to hear an 
insolvent petition, referred to him from the London court. 


~- << >—__——- - 


Correspondence. 





DUBLIN—(4'rom our own Correspondent.) 
NENAGH ASSIZES. 
THE TEMPLEMORE McurDER—DISCHARGE OF JURIES 
WITHOUT VERDICT. 

The first duty which fell to the lot of her Majesty's new 
Attorney-General for Ireland was the prosecution of one of 
those agrarian criminals who, by their misdeeds, bring discredit 
on their country, and terrify the mind of many a stranger, 
whom the fertile soil of Tipperary would otherwise attract. 
The murder of Mr. Ellis, which took place in October last, near 
Templemore, attracted more than ordinary attention, from the 
completeness of its plot, the suddenness of its execution, and 
the high character of its victim. It took place, like too many 
similar tragedies, on the open road, at nightfall; and not with- 
out suspicion that the driver of the car which was conveying 
the unfortunate Ellis homewards was accessory to his master’s 
slaughter. The case was made out with sufficient clearness to 
the jury. One of the miscreants turned Queen's evidence, and 
was, of course, the principal witness. He proved distinctly that 
several of his acquaintances had formed thé plan, together with 
himself, while the carrying out of it was confided to the pri- 
soner. ‘The motive did not indeed transpire, for, on his own 
showing, the “ approver” had long received ample wages from 
his victim; and he admitted that no unkindness or ill-treatment 
had prompted him to the enterprise. The witness next in im- 
portance was the car-driver, who was in league with the mur- 
derers, at least so far as to render him fully aware of what was 
about to happen. He feared (he said) to communicate the 
secret to any one, lest the vengeance of the plotters should fall 
upon him. His fear had also led him into prevarication and 
perjury on the occasion of the first examination before the 
magistrates. Important circumstantial evidence was also ad- 
duced from other quarters, all pointing out the prisoner Cor- 
mack as the person who fired the fatal shot. ‘The prisoner was 
ably defended by Mr. Rolleston, who forcibly pointed out the 
danger of trusting to the testimony of self-condemned wretches 
like the chief witnesses. Judge Keogh then charged the jury 
at length, and with great minuteness, directing their attention 
to the bad character of the principal witness, and leaving it to 
them to decide whether his account of the transaction was fully 
borne out by the testimony of the various other witnesses. 

The jury were then locked wp; and, being unable to agreeon 
a verdict, remained in their room all night and all the next day. 
Some of them then complained that cold and depriyation of 
food had weakened them; but judge Keogh told them that 
however exhausted they might be, the present state of the law, 
he regretted to say, did not admit of his discharging them until 
dangerous illness seized one of therm, or until the assizes termi- 
At a later period the symptoms were such as to induce 
the learned judge to discharge the jury without verdict. On 
the following morning, a fresh jury was sworn. The whole 
case was tried again, and with better success, for a verdict of 
“ guilty ” wag brought in, added to which was a recommenda- 
tion to mercy—on what ground it were difficult to surmise. 
Sentence of death was then passed in due form. The termination 
of this second trial shows, of course, that the agreement of the 
jury on their verdict is not—even in Tipperary—a matter of 
utter impossibility. Such a termination is, however, the excep- 
tion, and not the rule. We have taken the trouble to inspect 
all the newspaper reports of the present assizes, and find that in 
4 majority of the more itaportant civil and criminal trials, the 
juries have been discharged without agreeing to any verdict. 
When the trial involves any subject of public interest or im- 
portance, it is, in truth, a most unusual thing to find a verdict 
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agreed to bya first jury. One reason for this is, that several of 
the judges are in the habit of discharging juries after a very few 
hours of incarceration. We think that the law errs in forbid- 
ding fire and refreshments to jurymen who are engaged in con. 
sidering of their verdict. This degree of stringency defeats its own 
object. Instead of inducing jurors to agree, it induces judges 
to discharge them without agreeing. Instead of leading their 
minds to acquiescence in a verdict, it reduces their bodies toa 
state which excites the sympathy of the judicial bench, while it 
altogether unfits them for earnest deliberation. Another point 
on which the English law requires alteration is the absolute 
necessity now existing for unanimity. It has been urged for 
many years past by law reformers, that our law ought in this 
respect to be assimilated to that of Scotland. Nothing could 
be easier than the introduction of a bill to enable the judges to 
take the verdict of ten out of twelve jurors, or of twelve out of 
fourteen; also to enable sheriffs to supply the jurymen with a 
limited quantity of unintoxicating refreshment, and with firing 
when required. Such a bill, if introduced, would, we are 
persuaded, recommend itself to the common sense of the legisla- 
ture, and if passed, it would remedy a serious practical grievance in 
the administration of justice, especially in Ireland, where, as 
before remarked, it is the ordinary practice for the jurymen to 
disagree, and to obtain their discharge, thus adding enormously 
to the expense of litigation and the “ uncertainty of law.” 

Tue Law AppornrMeNts.—THE UNiIvERSITY OF DuBLIN, 

For three weeks—a period of uncertainty, it is believed, 
without precedent in legal history—Ireland has been without a 
Solicitor-General. A struggle was going on during that period 
between the two principles of selection—the parliamentary and 
the professional. Her Majesty’s advisers deserve credit for 
having at length adopted the latter principle. The consequence 
is, that the office is not filled by some third-rate M.P., or ex- 
M.P. , more familiar with blue-books than with briefs, but by a 
thoroughly hard-working and able practitioner—Mr. Edmund 
Hayes, Q.C.—eminent at the bar for his vigorous powers of 
advocacy, his strong common sense, and his perfect knowledge 
of common and criminal law. Mr. Hayes occupied, in 1852, 
the post of Castle-adviser (or Attorney-General’s deputy), and 
his promotion, now that his party have attained power, to the 
Solicitor-Generalship, appeared so obvious and proper a step, 
that this delay of weeks is all the more unaccountable. 

The post of Castle-adviser is conferred upon Mr. James 
Robinson, a gentleman who is little known, except on the Con- 
naught circuit, but who is believed to be fully competent to 
discharge the duties of an office which, from the frequent ab- 
sence of the Attorney-General during the Parliamentary 
session, becomes a somewhat important one. 

The elevation of the Right Hon. J. Napier to the chancellor- 
ship leaves a vacancy in the representation of the University of 
Dublin, which last week four legal or quasi-legal candidates 
aspired to fill, Of those four candidates, Messrs. Lawson, Q.C., 
and Joy, Q.C., the two whose learning and ability would have 
rendered them fit representatives of their alma mater and of the 
Irish bar, have now retired from the contest. 

The entry of the new Lord-Lieutenant into Dublin on Friday 
last was signalised by a most disastrous aflray on College-green, 
between the metropolitan police and the junior students of 
Trinity College. Of this untoward affair very full particulars 
have appeared in all the newspapers; and it is unnecessary to 
say more, than that the conduct of the police is universally 
condemned as brutal in the extreme. The bad conduct of this 
ill-managed force has frequently before been exhibited; but in 
all former instances the lower classes of society have furnished 
the sufferers. On this occasion the rancorous party feeling of 
the Dublin police betrayed them into an attack, with drawn 
swords, on a crowd of unarmed youths of the middle and upper 
classes. A government investigation, and probably an Act of 
Parliament to reconstruct the force, as well as much litigation 
in civil and criminal courts, will result from the tragedy of 
Friday last. —-. 

EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

Mr. Baillie, the new Solicitor-General for Scotland, presented 
letter to-day, and was sworn in. ‘The sheriffship vacated by 
him has not been yet disposed of, and it seems to be quite uncer- 
tain to whorn it is to be given. I hear 4 rumour of a strange 
arrangement on the subject, but I am unwilling 10 believe in its 
truth, namely, that Mr. George Ross, the present Presenter of 
Signatures, is to receive the sheriffship, for which he is to 
vacate his present office, in order that it may be conferred on 
Mr. John Wood. Now this office, which requires only a com- 
petent knowledge of conveyancing for its discharge, was always 
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held | by a writer to the signet, until Mr. Duff, who was * the 


bar, and held the office previously to Mr. Deon was appointed. 
This arrangement created intense dissatisfaction at the time 
among the members of the society of writers to the signet, 
who felt that the excessive power held by the Lord Advocate 
had been used to curtail them of their fair privileges, and Mr. 
Ross's appointment increased this feeling to an extent difficult 
to believe. I am much afraid, therefore, that no interpretation 
can be put upon suc h an arrangement as [ have indicated, ex- 
cept that it is intended to keep the appointme ant permanently 
for the bar. If the Lord Advocate does this, and extends the 
system of excluding the other branch of the profession from 
appointments now open to them, he will damage his popularity 
to a degree which he probably has little conception of, for the 
feeling of irritation upon the subject has been increasing 
very much lately, and it would require very little to 
stir it into action. No observant man can conceal from 
himself 
which the writers to the signet form a portion, lias, within 
the last twenty years, sunk greatly in position aud influence, 
when it ought to have been quite otherwise. Many «ppoint- 
ments which were formerly conferred upon them exclusively, 
such as the Solicitor of Stamps and ‘Taxes, which certainly 
ought to be held by an agent and not by a barrister, have been 
taken away from them, and they have been deprived of thir 
fair share of such appointments as sheriffs substitute for no ap- 
parent reason except to enable the Lord Advocate of the day to 
satisfy the cravings of his hungry friends. ‘This great officer 
will suddenly find, however, if this course is persevered in, that 
some day he has added the support of a powerful body to the 
party which wishes to separate the legal from the political func- 
tions of the Lord Advocate, because this will enable them to use 
their influence on equal terms with the bar, and it wil! then soon 
be seen where the real power lies. I wish particularly to guard 
myself, in this matter, from the supposition of any objection to 
Mr. Wood personally; for although he is the Lord Advoeate’s 
brother-in-law, and is not particul: uly known as a convey- 























ancer, he isa young man of unquestionable talent; and men of 


all shades of political opinion must regret that his delicate state 
of health would render such an office as that of | 
Signatures more acceptuble to him than the ordinary Crown 
appointments. He has the very great advantage of beitig pos- 
sessed of an agreeable and popular manuer, which clever meu 
are not always blessed with. 

The Court of Session rises on the 20th inst., and does not 
sit again till the 20th of May; so that there is a long interval, 
during which much may happen. Whether one of these events 
will be the retirement of Lord Wood [ cannot say; but it is 
certainly the feeling of the public that he ought to resign. Le 
has been very often absent from his court, and as Lord 
Murray has also been absent several times, it has frequently 
been necessary to call in a Lord Ordinary to form a quoium, to 
the great obstruction of the public business; for, although the 
Lord Ordinary is generally chosen whose blank day it happens 
to be, cases will last longer than a single day, in 
most elaborate arrangements, and the Lord Ordinary is pre- 
vented from reading up his own cases, which is popularly sup- 
posed to be his oecupation on his blank day. 

Edinburgh, Mar. 18, 1858. 
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COMMISSIONERS IN CHANCERY 
Yo the Editor of Tun Soricirors’ JounxaLt & Reporrer 
sin,—[ am glad to see that attention is being called to the 
rule, or rather the practice (or Lam given to understand that 
there is not any express rule on the subject), prevailing during 
the last Chancellorshi p, of confining the conunission to swear 
Chancery atlidavits to solicitors often years’ standing. ‘To me it 
bears the aspect of a pure monopoly, Ope rating to the ben fit 
of the senior, and to the prejudice of the) junior members of the 
profession, It is evident that no sound reason can be advanced 
in favour of the rule, for if a man is fit to exereise the more 
Important functions of solicitor, if he may bo trusted to 
the aftidavit to be sworn, he is A fortior’ fit to discharge the 
less important function of administering the oath. 

‘The objects sought to be attained by the practice co! up ained 
of, | presume to be, moral fitness and seed 2 bility in the com- 
lnissioner, Now, a8 to the former, the 
is at least as likely to be diminished as to be increased by his 
longer “Jabour in his vocation; and as to the latter, 
trustworthy test is that adopted in all the 
life—testiniony from individuals of competent position as to the 
character and conduet of the applicant. As L said before, how 
ever, the admission as solicitor should be in itself new, 
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licient evidence of the fitness of 
a man to discharge what from long ociition has become an 
integral part of a solicitor’s duties. It is clear that the prae- 
tice is founded on no substantial basis, and operates as a nono- 
poly, which, like other monopolies, ought te cease; and the 
advent of a conservative Chancellor is a most favourable occa- 
sion for having the old and rational practice restored. ‘To this 
eud [conceive the efforts of those associated bodies who are 
the conservators of the interests of the profession generally 
should be at ence directed, feeling assured tht if the utter in- 
consistency and irrationality of the present practice were duly 
represented, a change would immediately ensue—Yours obe- 
diently, Wm. Ch ARE, Solicitor. 
5, Haxrington-st. . Liverpool, Mar. 16, 1858 
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CHANCERY COMMISSIONERS AND THE 
PROBATE. 

To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 
Sir,—-I quite agree with the letter of “ B. H.” in your 
journal of this day. If I, as a solicitor, am empowered to 
administer an oath at common law, for the life of me I cannot 
see any reason why I should not be invested with the power to 
administer one in the court of the highest tribunal in the land. 
Ww here is the distinction between a solicitor of one year’s stand- 
ing and ten? Both are (as oilicers of the court) equally 
responsible for the duties perfor med, and punishable for any 
malpractice committed; and, therefore, I, fer one, should be 
glad to see the practice of “favouring the gentlemen of ten 
years’ standing” ed, and all coli ‘itors made commis- 
sioners to adminisier oaths in every court throughout the 
kingdom, both for the convenience of our clients, the public, 
not least, for our own pecuniary benefit— Your 

J. B. Hocomse. 
13, 1858. 


COURT OF 




















abolis 






LHE PROBATE COURT. 
JOURNAL AND REPORTER 
w Probate Court 
probate passing 
& sixpenny stamp whet v of the 
t? Could uot the sealer, on the party 
: for probate m him that it was detained until the 6d. 
nal duty was paid ; this would then and there be done, 
and the probate at once ebtained, without having to wait two or 
three days longer for it— Yours obediently, E. C. 
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THE CASE OF VINEY v. 

To the Editor of ‘ime 
Siz,—With every deference to your opinion in the article in 
last Saturday's paper, iutituled “ Litigation tor its own sake,” 
{ beg to suggest that the true way of deciding the question be- 
tween Chaplin and Viney would be to say, that asit is a mere 
qite stion of principal and agent, and the i objects to 
bestow implici on the vendor's solicitor, w ‘ho pos- 
sesses the entire confidence of his own client, the purehaser 
should be at liberty to employ his ewn solicitor to attest the 
vendor's execution of the deed at his own expense, and, when 
thus assured the conveyance to him has be en exeented | by the 
ht party, he can in reason have no o 
clitse-money to the vendors solicitor, . 
think, would efleetually remove ail ¢ in the case, at 
least, for the future. On the point of costs in the particular 
suit, , possibly stun in gross, nomine expensarum, should be 
imposed upon defendant for net complying with ordinary 
usages.—L am, Sir, yours very obediently, 

Mareh 18, 1858, 
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A PRACTITIONER. 


- >. 
Lchiew. 
Precedents of Conveyanct with Disseriations an its Law and 


Practice. By FRED! RICK PRIDEAUX, of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Darrister-at-Law. ‘Lhird Edition. Stevens & Nerten. 
The present is a considerably enlarged edition of Mr. Pri- 


tux’s well-known “ Conveyancing Preeedents.” tis net a 
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of the new edition, we are afraid that if the work continues to 
grow under his hands it will, in the course of a few more edi- 
tions, lose the one volume character which is essential to the 
convenience of what purports to be a conveyancer’s handy 
book. It would be no improvement if, instead of being the 
best summary of this branch of law, the work were to be gra- 
dually developed until it became a less complete imitation of 
Mr. Davidson’s larger work bound up with detached chapters 
of a treatise aiming to rank with Sugden’s or Dart’s “ Vendors 
and Purchasers.” The general plan of the work must be pretty 
well known to most of our readers, and, though amplified in 
many parts, it has not been at all altered in principle in the 
present edition. Each class of conveyances is preceded by a 
condensed chapter on the corresponding branch of con- 
veyancing law, which is designed to supply, in some 
measure, the place of full treatises on the law of vendors 
and purchasers, on wills, mortgages, trustees, and some 
other topics. Considering that these various disserta- 
tions occupy only a portion of a single volume, the 
greater part of which is taken up by precedents, it would 
be absurd in the author to attempt, or in the reader to expect, 
the same copious treatment which is to be found in text-books 
specially devoted to one or other of these subjects. What one 
does expect, and what is in general to be found in Mr. Prideaux’s 
dissertations, is a short notice of every salient point of law, with 
a reference to some more complete treatise for further informa- 
tion. The danger in composing a compendium always is, that 
the author will compress his observations by omitting whole 
sections of the general subject, rather than by rigidly confining 
every portion within the limits which ‘can be allotted to it 
without encroaching too much on pages to which there are so 
many different topics competing for admission. We cannot say 
that Mr. Prideaux has wholly escaped this error; but for the 
most part, he has contrived toe range over a great breadth of 
law without either condensing down to obscurity point.or ap- 
portioning his favours with any very marked inequality. In 
some instances, he has certainly given what may be described 
rather as a dismembered fragment of a full treatise, instead of 
the whole of it in a concentrated form. Thus, in his short dis- 
sertation on Composition Deeds, four pages. are occupied with 
an almost verbatim transcript of the corresponding sections 
of the Bankruptcy Consolidation Act. Half a page more 
devoted to the question under what circumstances an assign- 
ment to a trustee for payment of debts is revocable completes 
the chapter. Now this strikes us as eminently unsatisfac- 
tory. What is given might, with a little effort, have been 
compressed into a single page, leaving some space for the 
many nice points of law arising out of composition deeds, 
on which our author is altogether silent. The precedents under 
the same head are not much more complete than the preliminary 
notice. There is one deed being an assignment of the whole 
personal estate of a debtor for the benefit of his creditors, and 
another which merely recites the payment in cash of a certain 
proportion of the scheduled debts, and then proceeds to give an 
absolute release to the debtor, We do not think it is any 
exaggeration to say that ninety-nine out of one hundred com- 
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positions would fall under neither of these heads. By far the 
most frequent case of all is that where a fixed per- 
is to be paid at certain distant dates, and to be 
secured by the promissory notes of the debtor, backed, to a greater 

288 extent, by the names of sureties, or other collateral 
curity. In such deeds a variety of clauses are wanted—for the 
enforcement of the due payment of the composition notes; for 
the preservation of collateral claims of any of the creditors 
against other persons, or on specific property; for the protection 
and guidance of trustees, in cases where special security is 








given in aid of the promissory notes; for the defeasance of 


the qualified release, in the event of the default of the 
debtor; besides provisions for the always possible events 
of death and bankruptcy. A conveyancer, called upon 
to draw such a deed, would not get a particle of benefit 
from the precedents or the dissertation contained in Mr. Pri- 
deaux's book, and we think it would have been better to omit 
the subject altogether than to affect to treat it, and to do go in 
@ tanner so little useful as that which has been adopted. 
Another subject of greater importance is treated very briefly, 
and yet with considerable success. We refer to the dissertation 
on mortgages, which, although it inevitably omits much of the 
law under that comprehensive head, does give, with much terse- 
ness and clearness, a surnamary of the most important decisions 
upon it. The observations on purchase deeds seem to be framed 
on 4 different principle from that followed in other parts of the 
work. There is not much attempt to write a book on vendors 
and purchasers, and there are many useful, though rather dis- 















connected hints, which may be of service to an inexperienced 
conveyancer in preparing a conveyance on a purchase. Thisis 
followed by a more elaborate note on abstracts and their verifi- 
cation, which may be of considerable use when more lengthy 
treatises are not at hand. Upon the whole, we cannot help 
noticing some want of consistency in the spirit in which different 
parts of the work are framed, and something of that incomplete 
and unsatisfactory character which almost invariably attaches 
to books which attempt to compress the learning of a whole 
library into a single volume. Still the defects are those 
of the scheme, while the merits are such as reflect much 
credit on the execution. If the treatises are not com- 
plete, they are nevertheless useful, and, though not all 
composed on a very harmonious method, there are none 
which may not often serve the turn of a conveyancer 
who, from one cause or another, may not have at hand all the 
works of reference which adorn the shelves of those who 
devote themselves especially to this branch of practice. If a 
a man is to work with one volume, there can be no doubt that 
that volume must be Prideaux’s “ Conveyancing.” The prece- 
dents are in general well chosen, so as to meet most of the ordinary 
requirements of practice; and it is only fair to state that the 
exception we have before commented on in the case of composition 
deeds is not to be paralleled in other portions of the volume. 
In style Mr Prideaux’s drafts are certainly not equal to Mr. 
Davidson's itt terseness and elegance; but they are always in- 
telligible, which is, after all, the great virtue of a legal docu- 
ment. Rather more of the old-fashioned tautology, which has 
been the subject of so much outcry in modern times, is re- 
tained, than one has been accustomed to of late in the drafts of 
some of the best of our conveyancers; but the difference in 
length is only trifling, and so long as the present absurd test of 
remuneration is applied, we do not see why solicitors should 
put themselves out to pare down the words of a conveyance, 
the number of which is assumed to be an adequate measure of 
their sagacity and care. It is always more trouble to draw a 
short deed than a long one; and though we are far from de- 
fending wilful or needless prolixity, we cannot persuade our- 
selves to be very enthusiastic in the cause of brevity until we 
are allowed to indulge our critical tastes without at the 
same time sacrificing the reward fairly earned by other more 
important services than those of a merely literary kind. Our 
readers must not infer from this digression that Mr. Prideaux 
is a portentously lengthy draftsman. <A few years ago his pre- 
cedents might have been thought short. At present they are 
only not so because others have advanced more rapidly than he 
has done, in compliance with the demands of a certain portion 
of the public, to have the whole labour of investigating a title 
symbolized by the smallest possible number of words, and paid 
for accordingly. In conclusion, we must give Mr. Prideaux 
credit for the care which he has evidently bestowed upon bis 
work. Although from the very nature of his undertaking he 
has not pretended to notice all the conveyancing decisions in 
the reports, we have not detected any instance of a fault only 
too common in modern Jaw books, that of neglecting the more 
recent authorities by which the law may have been modified. 
Many particular points are, it is true, wholly omitted from Mr. 
Prideanx’s notes, and among them some which certainly ought 
to be there (as, for example, the well-known decision in Wall 
v. Bright); but where a question is discussed at all, we have 
always found it brought down to the latest suthorities upon it. 
This virtue of industrious accuracy, combined with the com- 
pendionus nature of the work, will, we think, insure for Mr. 
Pridcaux’s work a continuance of the popularity which it has 
hitherto deservedly enjoyed. 
+>. 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 
HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, March 15. 
Tue TRANSFER OF LAND. 

Lord Cranwortn wished to ask what were the intentions 
of the Government with regard to the Bill before the House 
for simplifying the transfer of Jand ? f 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that the subject was one of 
the greatest importance, and was occupying the serious atten- 
tion of her Majesty's Government; and if his noble friend 
would postpone the further stage of the Bill to « later day, he 
might be able to give a more satisfactory answer than he could 
do at present. 

District Courts or BaAxkruprcy Anonirion BILL. 

Lord Broucuam moved the second reading of this Bill. He 
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observed that numerous Bills had been prepared for the purpose 
of remedying the obvious evils of the present law of bankruptcy 
and insolvency. There were at this moment two Bills before 
the House. ‘The Attorney-General had promised a measure on 
the subject, the Chamber of Commerce had devised a Bill, and 
there was another in preparation by the late Lord Chancellor. 
If all these measures were introduced into the House they 
would inevitably be referred to a select committee, and the 
result would be probably the adoption of another Bill, which 
would be a compound of them all. Under the circumstances, 
he now moved the second reading of the Bill which stood in his 
name, with the view of having it committed pro forma to- 
morrow. 

The Lorpd CHANCELLOR requested his noble friend to post- 
pone toa future day the advance of this Bill a single stage. 
He admitted that the state of the law both as regarded bank- 
ruptey and insolvency was most unsatisfactory, that there had 
been very extensive complaints for a considerable time through- 
out the commercial world, and that there had been a loud de- 
mand for an amendment of the law. In dealing with this sub- 
ject, it would be necessary, in the first place, to revise the whole 
of the law, and the result of such revision would be, he hoped, 
the introduction of very material amendments. The Attorney- 
General had turned his attention very closely and particularly 
to the subject, and he believed that he would be prepared, with the 
sanction of the Government, to introduce a measure of a very 
comprehensive and extensive description, which would probably 
include all those matters to which the attention of his noble 
friend had been more particularly directed. The Bill of’ his 
noble friend proposed to abolish all the district courts of bank- 
ruptcy; but he was afraid that there would be a most formida- 
ble objection to his Bill, seeing that it proposed to saddle the 
Consolidated Fund with an annual payment of no less than 
£400,000. 

Lord BrouGHam consented to discharge the order for the 
second reading, and laid upon the table another Bill having 
reference to the same subject, which was read a first time. 

Tuesday, Mar. 16. 
Trustees Revier Bit. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 3, 

Lord CraNwortH said, that this clause provided that if a 
trustee invested funds upon the advice of counsel, and commu- 
nicated the fact of his doing so to the parties interested, he 
should be indemnified. ‘This implied that in the event of the 
trustee not communicating the fact he should not be indemni- 
fied. He apprehended, however, that the law was clear, that if 
a trustee took proper and reasonable precautions in the invest- 
ment of trust-money he was indemnified at present. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR thought that the clause was quite 
unnecessary. 

The clause was struck out. 

Clauses 4 & 5 were also expunged. i 

The remaining clauses were then agreed to, and the House 
resumed, 

TRANSFER OF Estate SIMPLIFICATION BILL, 
On the motion for going,into committee on this Bill, 
Lord Sr. Lronarps said, that its object was to simplify the 


giving of titles to real property, and thus to save great expense | 


both to the purchaser and seller, The law of England had 
varied very much as to the time at which all suits should be 
barred and a title might be acquired good against all the world. 
In the reign of Edward HI. a year and a day was the limit, 
but this was found to lead to great inconvenience; and the 
statute was repealed. ‘There was then no limitation at all, 
which was found to be equally inconvenient, and then tive 
Years was agreed on as the limit, bevond which no suit could 
be brought. If a person was under any disability he was 
allowed five years after his disability ceased; and if his interest 
was in remainder he was allowed five years from the time when 
his remainder fell in. Independently of that, there was a 
statute in the reign of Henry VIII. which made sixty years a 
bar; that was altered by a statute of James [., which made 
twenty years a bar to all rights of entry; and a statute of 
William IV. declared that twenty years from the time when 
the right of possession accrued should be a common bar. That 
statute also saved the rights of persons labouring under dis- 
abilities and of remaindermen, and gave them 2a term of ten 
yews after their rights had accrued. The whole period was 
limited to forty years, and after that time the statute meant 
to give a title good against all the world. Up to the time of 
the passing of that Act all abstracts of titles were required to be 
for sixty yoars; and when the time was reduced to forty years 





it was thought that a great boon would be conferred on pur- 
chasers and sellers by limiting the abstracts to forty years also. 
Sut the longer time continued to be retained, for, though forty 
years would ordinarily be a bar, yet, as a tenant for life might 
live beyond forty years, it was thought necessary to go at least 
to sixty years; so that, in order to meet a case which did not 
occur once in 5,000 times, every man in England who meddled 
with the sale or purchase of land was forced to have an addi- 
tional twenty years’ title. The object which he had in view 
was to shorten the time of limitation for the benefit of pur- 
chasers, and to shorten abstracts. He proposed to start from 
the time of purchase, and to say that twenty years from that 
time should be a common bar against all the world. To per- 
sons who might be entitled, but were under a disability, he pro- 
posed to allow five vears from the time when that disability 
ceased. He had to deal with the difficulty of the re- 
mainderman, whose right did not accrue until after the 
death of the tenant for life. He proposed that at any time 
within twenty years any person having a right in remainder, 
or any person on behalf of a lunatic, infant, or children unborn, 
having similar rights, might get a decree from the Court of 
Chancery, reserving to them power to establish their rights 
whenever the property should fall into possession. He believed 
that would meet every possible contingency. He proposed, 
also, that in future abstracts of title should only be for forty 
years instead of for sixty years, according to the present practice, 
unless the parties should specially contract for a longer abstract, 
or the Court should be of opinion that there was some special 
contingency which ought to be provided against. In all his 
experience he had never known the case happen of a tenant for 
life selling the fee; and it was very improbable that it would 
happen, because it was very soon known whether the person in 
possession held the fee or only the life interest; and the way in 
which he dealt with the property, in granting leases; &c., showed 
at once whether he was owner in fee simple or not 

Lord WENSLEYDALE intimated that there were four or five 
instances of tenants for life having improperly sold their interest 
as in fee. 

Lord St. Leonarps repeated that, in his large experience, he 
had never known an instance, and it was therefore a very rare 
case. But he proposed that such a person should forfeit his 
life interest, and that the purchase-money should be in 
his hands trust-money to be invested in another estate 
to be settled to the former uses. He had also intro- 
duced a more stringent provision, which had been much 
approved by the profession, that, if a vendor, or his 
attorney or agent, should upon a sale suppress a settlement 
or deed, or alter or falsify a pedigree, they would commit a mis- 
demeanour, for which they might be fined or imprisoned, 
or both fined and imprisoned, with or without hard labour. 
He thought, with those precautions against what undoubt- 
edly was a great social crime, the case never could arise. 
It was said furtber, what would he do when a child was 
born after the twenty years? Would he exclude him ? 
His answer was, “ Yes.” He would prefer the claim of 
an honest purchaser, who had paid his money and enjoyed the 
estate for that long period, to a claimant under a settlement, 
born twenty years afterwards. But there was little danger of 
such a case. At present a voluntary settlement was void against 
2 purchaser; and when there was marriage or valuable consi- 
deration for the settlement, there would be trustees, and the 
settlement would be known. ‘There was also, in the case of 
narriage settlements, little chance of children not being born 
until after a lapse of twenty years; and, as to children by a 
second marriage, the settlements with respect to them would be 
voluntary, because the second marriage could not be a considera- 
tion for them. If he had the power, he would make twenty years, 
without any saving, a bar against any claim adverse to an 
honest open purchase for full value by a bon’ fide purchaser. 
It might defeat some claims, but no statute of limitations was 
ever passed which was not open to the objection, that it de- 
stroyed some rights for the sake of the general good. With 
regard to judgments, he had been the means of inducing their 
Lordships to pass Bills to facilitate purchases with respect to 
judgments. He now proposed that no judgment should affect 
any land as to a bona tide purchaser for valuable consideration, 
unless a writ or other due process of execution of such judg- 
ment or other charge should have been issued and executed 
before the execution of the conveyance and the payment 
of the purchase-money. ‘There was no reason why judgments 
should be held to be continual charges as against purchasers, 
and he proposed that if aman had not issued execution upon a 
judgment at the time an honest man came in and paid the pur- 
chase-money, such judgment should not be a charge on that 
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particular estate. Their Lordships ali desired to offer facilities 
to the transfer of lands, yet he could hardly offer any measure 
for this purpose to which half a thousand objections could not 
be made. He wished, however, to sweep away all impediments 
in the way of title and conveyancing which might safely be 
dispensed with, and thereby to save an immense amount of 
delay and expense. He proposed that no lis pendens should 
bind an honest purchaser, unless he should have actual notice 
of it before the execution of the conveyance and the payment 
of the purchase-money The next point was avery simple one. 
The courts of equity, where persons were xppointed as trustees 
with power to sell, drew a distinction as to the liability of the 
purchaser to see to the application of the purchase-money. if, 
for example, an estate were sold by trustees under a will, and if 
the money were to be applied in payment of legacies, the Court 

of equity might hold that the purchase r was bound to see to 
the application of the money, and if he did not, he might be 
held liable to the extent of the purchase-money. Now, if a 
man left property to trustees with power to sell, he thought 
they ought to be competent to receive the money, and to exo- 
nerate the purchaser from any further liability. He the refore 
proposed that the bona fide payment to and the receipt of any 
person to whom any purchase or mortgage money should be 
payable upon any trust, shoul: effectually discharge the person 
paying the same from seeing to the application or being answer- 
able for the misapplication thereof, unless the contrary should 
be expressly declared by the instrument creating the trust or 
security. He believed that such a clause would meet with 
general approbation. Sport he proposed a clause which de- 

clared it to be a misdemeanour in the vendor of land fraudu- 
lently to conceal any deed or to falsity a pedigree. He trusted 
that their Lordships would now consent to go into comuuittee 

















posed case of Lord Leicester was not in point, because no settle- 
ment made during the first marriage could affect the interests 
which arose under the second. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, it was his intention to propose 
that, after the Bill had gone through the course suggested by 
his noble friend, it should be referred to a committee up-stairs, 

The Bill then went through committee pro forma. 

Law or Property AMENDMENT Bint. 

On the question that this Bill be read a second time, 

Lord Cranwortu objected, on the ground that he had only 
got 2 copy of the Bill that day. : 

The motion for the second reading was postponed until 
Monday, the 22nd instant. 

HOUSE GF COMMONS. 
Thursday, March 18. 
CosTs OF CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. Brapy moved for a return of the expenses attendant on 
the prosecution of the Royal British Bank directors. 

Mr. Haminron said, that the information asked for was not 
yet in the possession of the Treasury. 

Mr. CRAWFoRD called attention to the inadequate sums paid 
to witnesses for their attendance. In many cases witnesses had 
actually been out of pocket by the trial, and if a system which 
led to such a result were continued it would tend to obstruct 
the administration of justice 

Mr. WaALPo_e said, that since his appointment to the Home 
Office his attention had been directed to three or four cases in 
which the new scale of fees to witnesses in criminal prosecutions 
wis disproportionately low, aud he had theretore directed the 
gentleman who settled that scale to revise it, and see whether a 
more liberal one could not be adopted. The case alluded to 








pro forma on the Bill. 

Lord CranwortTi had no objection to the course now pro- 

posed to be taken. Several of the provisions of the Bill he 

vaaahered extremely advantageous. Nothing could be better, 
for example, than the proposal that the seller of a false title, 
knowing it to be false, should be punishable as if he had 
obtained goods under false pretences. Hie also approved the 
provisions which relieved the purchaser of sn estate from the 
necessity of looking for ju nts. As the law now stood, 
there was a limit of twe ime the title 
accrued, within which every one had a right to assert an 
adverse title, or failing which he must hold his peace. His nobie 
friend proposed, not that a party who had an adverse right 
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should be allowed to bring an action within twenty years after | 


the time when his right accrued, as was now the Jaw, but 
within twenty years after the time n the property was sold. 
Now, this proposal would cause monstrous injustice to persons 
whose rights might not be even in existence when the sale of 
the property took place. Si t person who had a rever- 
sionary interest in a property 

than twenty vears after sale, he would by this 
cut off from all power of rai ion, where 
gave hum liberty to assert his ri i cities 
became known to him. A person might believ 
nd do so under that impression; but it 
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done so within twenty vears after the sale. To mee 
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his noble fri proposed a remedy which he believed would be 
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ry. He proposed that, ‘ rity! the twenty years 
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after the sale, any one whose interests were rever ionary might 
file @ bill in ¢ iekews ry similar in character to the Scotch action 


. But 





of declarator, and by this means get his right oe 
what protection w ould t 2 to persons wo, pera 
existence till more than tw years after the sale? 
case of the late Lord Leicester. He married young in life, and 
had by that marriage no son, bat three danghters. He again 
married jate in life iuany sons, one of w hom | had now 
a seat in that Honee, 
in the range of probibility —that ee late Lord Leicester, think- 








r have occnurred—tor it was with- 








ing he was the owner of his property in fee simple, having no 


ton by hie first marriage, sold it ; but thirty or forty years 
afterwards 2 son came, who had an absolute right to the pro- 
perty. Would it have been any consolation to him to be told 


that before he wae born any one might have filed a bill in Chan- 








cery on his behalf, declaring that he possessed that right? ‘I his 
and other instances which might occur would show that the 
remedy provided was perfec tly illusory. He wished to a 
whether, in giving a greater facility to purcnares, they were 
wt ehaking the stability of property 7 

Lord Sr. Leoxanps was wnderstoood to say that the sup- 








id not discover his right till more | 


happen tl at mn ore than tweuty years afterwards another | 
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had before been brought to his attention, and as he did not 
think that the scale applied to a case of ex officio information, 
he had given instructions that a more liberal allowance should 


be given. 

| Myr. J. Watson observed that the late Government found 

that in some parts of the country a great portion of the rates 
: applied to the payment of po.icemen’s costs in giving evi- 





wer 





the assizes. 

Mr. HinxLey was quite sure that his right hon. friend would 
earnestly direct his attention to the remedying of those abuses. 
These payments to police witnesses were, no dou tbt,¢ rying abuses: 
but the late Home Secre pee £ with the view of putting an end 
to them, adopted a scale so low as absolutely to defeat the ends 
‘The allowance to witnesses belon: sing to the class of 


dei 








of justice. 
mechanics absolutely put them out of pocket. 

An hon. MEMBER hope “8 that the allowance to those gentle- 
n who prepared the cases for prosecution would be in- 








FirzGeraLp, having been on the Public Prosecutors 
which sat some years ago, begged to direct attention 
g very valuable, and such 
us to throw great light upon s ul abuses. He recollected 
that one of the cases brought before the committee was that of 
£1 a-day being listens fs to a witness. It turned out that the 
ceived that allowance was the gaoler of the town 
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in which the assizes were “hole i. 
{ ‘The motion was then withdrawn. 


—~<~— 


| Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


ILL. (HLL) 


1 LAW OF PROPERTY AMENDMENT | 
| Leases. 

1, Where any licence to do any act which without such 
| licence would create « forfeiture, and give « right to re-enter, 
j under a —e or power reserved in any lease heretofore 
granted or to be hereafter granted, shall at any time after 
the passing of this set be given to any lessee, every such licence 
shall, unless otherwise expressed, extend only to the permission 
given, or to any speciiic breach of any proviso oF 
covenant made or to be made, or to the netual assignment, 
under-lease, or other matter thereby specifically authorised to be 
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done, but not so us to prevent any proceeding for any 
subsequent breach Cunless otherwise specified in such licence); 
and all rights under covenants and powers of forfeiture and 
re-entry in the lease contained shall remain in full force and 
virtue, and shail be available as against any subsequent breach 
of covenant or condition, assignment, under-lease, or other 
juatter not specifically authorived or made dispunishable by 
such licence, in the swine inanner as if no such licence had been 
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given; and the condition or right of re-entry shall be and 
remain in all respects as if such licence had not been given, 
except in respect of the particular matter authorised to be done. 

2, Where in any lease heretofore granted or to be hereafter 
granted there is or shall be a power or condition of re-entry on 
assigning or underletting or doing any other specified act 
without licence, and a licence at any time after the passing of 
this act shall be given to one of several lessees or co-owners to 
assign or underlet his share or interest, or to do any other act 
prohibited to be done without licence, or shall be given to any 
lessee or owner, or any one of several lessees or owners, to assign 
or underlet part only of the property, or to do any other such act 
as aforesaid in respect of part only of such property, such 
licence shall not operate to destroy or extinguish the right 
of re-entry in case of any breach of the covenant or condition 
by the co-lessee or co-lessees, or owner or owners, of the 
other shares or interests in the property, or by the lessee or 
owner of the rest of the property (as the case may be) over 
or in respect of such shares or interests or remaining property, 
but such right of re-entry shall remain in full force over or in 
respect of the shares or interests or property not the subject of 
such licence. 

3. Where any actual waiver of the benefit of any covenant 
or condition in any lease on the part of any lessor, or his heirs, 
executors, administrators, or assigns, shall be proved to have 
taken place after the passing of this Act in any one particular 
instance, such actual waiver shall not, unless a contrary intention 
appear, be assumed or deemed to extend to any instance or any 
breach of covenant or condition other than that to which such 
waiver shall specially relate, nor to be a general waiver of 
the benefit of any such covenant or condition. 

4, Where the reversion upon a lease is severed, and the rent 
or other reservation is legally apportioned, the assignee of each 
part of the reversion shall, in respect of the apportioned rent or 
other reservation allotted or belonging to him, have and be 
entitled to the benefit of all conditions or powers of re-entry 
for nonpayment of the original rent or other reservation, in like 
manner as if such conditions or powers had been reserved 
to him as incident to his part of the reversion in respect of the 
apportioned rent or other reservation allotted or belonging to 
him. 

5. A court of equity shall have power to relieve against a 
forfeiture for breach of a covenant or condition to insure against 
loss or damage by fire, where no loss or damage by fire has 
happened, and the breach has, in the opinion of the Court, been 
committed through accident or mistake, or otherwise without 
fraud or gross negligence, and there is an insurance on foot 
at the time of the application to the Court in conformity with 
the covenant to insure, upon payment by the person seeking 
relief to the person entitled to the benefit of re-entry for the 
breach of double the amount of all such moneys as ought 
to have been expended on insurance according to the covenant 
(allowance being made in the calculation of the amount to 
be doubled for any moneys actually expended at any time on 
insurance according to the covenant), together with interest on 
such double amount as aforesaid at the rate of tive pounds per 
centum per annum from the respective times at which such 
moneys as aforesaid ought to have been respectively expended, 
and all costs and expenses occasioned by the breach to the 
person entitled to the benefit of re-entry, including the costs of 
suit; the payment of such double amount and interest to be 
taken as liquidated damages, and in lieu and satisfaction of all 
damages recoverable for the breach. 

6. The Court, where relief shall be granted, shall direct 2 
record of such relief having been granted to be made by 
endorsement on the lease or otherwise. 

7. The Court shall not have power under this Act to relieve 
more than once in respect of the same covenant or condition; 
nor shall it have power to grant any relief under this Act where 
4 forfeiture under the covenant in respect of which relief is 
sought shall hive been already waived out of court. 

Policies of Insurance. 

8. Where any persons or company associated or established for 
granting policies of insurance on life or against accidents to the per- 
Son, or against loss or damage by fire, have granted or shall hereafter 
rant any such policy upon which an annual or other periodical 
premium or sum is or shall be made payable or reserved 
(whether the renewal is compulsory or not), and by their pro- 
Spectuses or by their circulars addressed to the assured have 
stated or shall state that if the annual or other periodical 
premium or sum remain unpaid for a specified number of days 
atter the expiration of the time at which it ought to be paid 
according to the policy (which number of days is usually termed 





days of grace), the policy shall be void or to that effect every 
such policy shall as to lives dropping or accidents to the person 
happening, or loss or damage by fire happening after the passing 
of this Act, be held to extend to and embrace the days of grace, 
in like manner as if the last of such days had been the time 
appointed for the renewal of the policy or the termination of the 
assurance, provided that the assured or those claiming under him 
do pay to the persons or office by whom or in which he is in- 
sured before the expiration of the days of grace the premium or 
payment reserved or mentioned by or in the policy : provided 
always, that this provision shall not affect any express stipula- 
tion between the assurers and the assured in relation to lives 
dropping or accidents to the person happening, or fires happen- 
ing within the days of grace; nor shall it operate to give to the 
assured or his representatives any greater benefit than he or they 
would have had if the days of grace had by the policy been 
added to the term for which the assurance was made. 

9. The person entitled to the benetit of a covenant cn the 
part of a lessee to insure against loss or damage by fire skail, on 
loss or damage by fire happening, have the same advantage ‘rom 
any then subsisting insurance relating to the building covenaz.ted 
to be insured, effected by the lessee in respect of his iiter st 
under the lease or by any person claiming under him, but aot 
effected in conformity with the covenant, as he would have from 
aninsurance effected in conformity with the covenant,and ms 
proceedings taken in a summary way, without bill or claim b= 
one of the judges of the Court of Chancery sitting in chamb: 
obtain such orders upon any person, or company, or society, 
may be requisite for giving effect to this provision. 

10. Where on the bona fide purchase after the passing of tiuis 
Act of a leasehold interest under a lease containing a covcuant 
on the part of the lessee to insure against loss or damage by fire, 
the purchaser is furnished with the written receipt of the person 
entitled to receive the rent, or his agent, for the last payment of 
rent accrued due before the completion of the purchase, and 
there is subsisting at the time of the completion of the purchase 
an insurance in conformity with the covenant, the purchaser, or 
any person claiming under him, shall not be subject to any lia- 
bility, by way of forfeiture or damages or otherwise, in respect 
of any breach of the covenant committed at any time before the 
completion of the purchase, of which the purchaser had not 
actual notice before the completion of the purchase ; but this 
provision is not to take away any remedy which the lessor or 
his legal representatives may have against the lessee or his legal 
representatives for breach of covenant. 

11. The preceding provisions shall be applicable to leases for 
a term of years absolute or determinable on a life or lives 
or otherwise, and also to a lease for the life of the lessee, or the 
life or lives of any other person or persons. 


Rentcharges. 

12. The release from a rentcharge of part of the heredita- 
ments charged therewith shall not extinguish the whole 
rentcharge, but shall operate only to bar the right to recover 
any part of the rentcharge out of the hereditaments released, 
without prejudice nevertheless to the rights of all persons 
interested in the hereditaments remaining unreleased, and not 
concurring in or confirming the release. 

Judgments. 

13. The release from a judgment of part of any hereditaments 
charged therewith shall not atfect the validity of the judgment 
as to the hereditaments remaining unreleased, or as to any other 
property not specifically released, without prejudice nevertheless to 
the rights of all persons interested in the hereditaments or 
property remaining unreleased, and not concurring in or 
contirming the release. 


Uses. 


14. Where by any instrument any hereditaments have been 
or shall be limited to uses, all uses thereunder, whether ex 
pressed or implied by law, and whether immediate or future, or 
contingent or executory, or to be declared under any power 
therein contained, shall take effect when and as they arise, by 
force of and by relation to the estate and seisin originally 
vested in the person seised to the uses, and the continued 
existence in him or elsewhere of any seisin to uses or scintilla 
juris shall not be deemed necessary for the support of or to 
give effect to future or contingent or executory uses, nor shall 
any such seisin to uses or scintilla juris be deemed to be 
suspended, or to remain or to subsist in him or elsewhere. 

15. Where by any instrument the estate created to serve the 
uses thereby declared or authorised to be declared by any power 
therein contained shall not be commensurate with such uses, 
and the grantor or creator of the estate shall have had an estate 
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commensurate with the uses, the uses shall take effect t according 
to the intention apparent on the face of the instrument, in like 
manner as if a seisin commensurate with such uses had passed 
by the instrument. 
Powers. 

16. A deed hereafter executed in the presence of and attested 
by one or more witness or witnesses in the manner in which 
deeds are ordinarily executed and attested shall, so far as Tespects 
the execution and attestation thereof, be a valid execution of a 
power of appointment by deed or by any instrument in writing 
not testamentary, notwithstanding it shall have been expressly 
required that a deed or instrument in writing made in exercise 
of such power should be executed or attested with some addi- 
tional or other form of execution or attestation or solemnity : 
provided always, that this provision shall not operate to defeat 
any direction in the instrument creating the power that the con- 
sent of any particular person shall be necessary to a valid ex- 
ecution, or that any act shall be performed in order to give 
validity to any appointment, having no relation to the mode of 
executing and attesting the instrnment, and nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the donee of a power from executing it 
conforinably to the power by writing or otherwise than by an 
instrument “executed and attested as an ordinary deed, and to 
any such execution of a power this provision shall not extend. 

17. Where sine a power of sale a bona fide sale shall be 
made of an estate with the timber thereon, or any other articles 
attached thereto, and the tenant for life or any other party to 
the transaction shall by mistake be allowed to receive for his 
own benefit a portion of the purchase-inoney as the value of 
the timber or other articles, it shall be lawful for the Court of 
Chancery, upon any bill or claim or application in a summary 
way, as the case may require or permit, to declare that upon 
payment by the purchaser, or the claimant under him, 
of the full value of the timber and articles at the time of sale, 
with such intcrest thereon as the @ourt shail direct, and tlie 
settlement of the said principal moneys and interest under the 
direction of the Court upon pant partics as in the opinion of the 
Court shall be entitled thereto, the said sale ought to be 
established; and upon such payuicnt and settlement being 
made accordingly, the Court may hes lare that the said sale is 
valid, and thereupon thie legal estate ye vest and go in like 
manner as if the power had been duly executed, and the costs 
of the said application as between solicitor and client shall be 
paid by the purchaser or the claimant under him. 


Executory Devises. 


18. In any instrument executed after the first day of January, 
1859, the time or event upon or within which executory devises 
or bequests, or springing or shifting uses or trusts, or conditional 
or other future limitations, may be well limited, shall no longer 
be a life or lives in being and twenty-one years afterwards as a 
term in gross, but, after a life or lives in being, the term of 
twenty-one years and the time for gestation shall he allowed as 

lid only where they have relation to the birth and infancy of 
¢ to or in favour of whom the property shail be limited 
1 by the instruments creating such executory devises, 
Lequests, uses, trusts. or limitations. 








[Sore —'l his section is almost identical with sec. 1 of the 
“‘Vcan-ter of state simplification Bill,” also brought in by Lord 
St. Leonards, see ante, p. 332.1 


Inheritance. 

19. Where there shal! he a total failure of heirs of the pur- 
chaser, or where anv land shall be descendible as if an ancestor 
had been the purchaser thereof, and there shail be a total failure 
of the heirs of such ancestor, then and in every such case the 
jand shail descend, and the descent shall the ne sg ta be traced 
from the pe reon last entitled to the land as if he had been the 
purchaser thereof. 

The last preceding section shall be read as part of the 
Act * For the Amendment of the Law of Inheritance,” 3 & 4 
W iil. 4, c. 106. 
Assignment of Personality. 

21. Any person shill have power to assign personal property, 
incinding chattels real, directly to himself aud another person 
or otha pecsons, by the like means as he might assign the same 
to another 





Execution of Wills. 

22. Where a will is attested and subscribed by two or more 
witnesses, but it is shown by evidence that the witnesses did not 
attest and sulseribe it in a position or place where the testator 
coall see them attest aud enbecribe it. the attestation and aub- 
chiption stall nevertheless be effectual if it shail be vhown that 





the witnesses attested and subscribed the will immediately after 
the signature of the testator was made by him in their presence, 
or his signature or will was acknowledged by him in their 
presence, ‘and if the Court or jury shall be of opinion that the 
witnesses attested and subscribed the will out of the presence 
of the testator merely for greater convenience in attesting and 
subscribing the same, and not from any fraudulent motive or for 
any fraudulent purpose. 

23. Where a testator in the presence of two or more wit- 
nesses present at the same time acknowledges an instrument to 
be his will, and thereupon the witnesses at his request duly at- 
test and subscribe the same, and the instrument appears on the 
face of it to be duly signed by the testator as his will, such ac- 
knowledgment shail be effectual, although the witnesses did 
not actually see the testator’s signature, and the testator did 
not acknowledge his signature in their presence otherwise than 
by acknowledging i in their presence the instrument: to be his 
will. 

24. The two preceding sections shall be read as part of the 
Act “ For the Amendment of the Laws with respect to Wills,” 
7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. ¢. 26, as amended by 15 & 16 Vict. c. 24. 


Extent of Act. 
25. This Act shall not extend to Scotland. 


Court Papers, 


Common Pleas. 

Srrrincs at Nist Prics, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir ALEXANDER Epmcunp Cocxsurn, Knight, Lord Chief Justice of Her 
Majesty's Court of Common Pleas at Westminster, in and after Easter 
TERM, 1858. 

IN TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Saturday .....seeeeeecees April 17 | Wednesday .....eeceeeees April 21 
ROGIER 0 vec svevsseccins April 24 | Wednesday ... +.» April 28 


AITER TERM. 





Middleser. London. 
Monday ...... seecbewssses MOY 10) | THOT sccciecccocvccess MBF 
The Court will sit, during and after Term, at Ten o'clock. 
The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days follow- 





| ing each of such sitting days. 


—->—————<»—— - 


Births and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

BAYLEY—On Mar. 9, at 50 Gloucester-terr., Hyde-park, the wife of Lyttels 
ton H. Bayley, Esq., of a son. 

CLAKKE—Onu Mar. 15, at Trewern-house, Spring-grove, 
wife of Henry Pickering Clarke, Esq., of a son. 

TEMPLU—On Mar. 12, at 15 Upper Gower-street, Bedford-square, the wife 
of Stephen Temple, Esq., Q.C., of a daughter. 

DEATHS. 

CATR—On Mar. 18, at 40 Woburn-place, after a long and painful illness, 
Ellen Anne, ‘ourth surviving daughter of the late Thomas Carr, Esq., 
the Inner Temple and Tavistock-place. 

ELLIS— At 23 Cariton-villas, Maida-hill, suddenly, Catherine Adela, infant 
daughter of Willian Robert Ellis, Esq., ‘Barr ister-at-Law, aged ten months. 

ROSE—On Mar. 16, at Kensington-gore, Frederick Edward, youngest son 
of the late Kight Hon. Sir George H. Rose. 

SMYTHE—On Mar. 14, at Marshgate, Kichmond, Surrey, after a few days’ 
illness, Sarah, the wife of William Smythe, Esq. 

STANLEY—On Mar. 11, at Highbury, at an advanced age, Susannah, relict 
of the late Henry Stanle y, ksq., Solicitor , of Billericay, Essex 

TALFOUKD—On Mar. 12, at Fulhain, aged 7, Mrs. Jalfourd, Widow of 
the jate k. Talfourd, Em. » formerly of Leading, and mother ‘of the late 
Sir T. N. Talfourd. 

WHITEMAN—On Mar. 14, suddenly, at the residence of her brother, Har- 
Jand Whiteman, Esq., Surgeon, Putney, Surrey, Mary, relict of George 
Whiteman, kaq., Solicitor, late of Kastbourne, Sussex. 


a 
Unclaimed Stock tn the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :-— 

Anspenson, Wittiam, Gent., Cambridge, £100 New Three per Cents.— 
Claimed by Many Lore, wife of Caves Lovet, and Hannerr GLEADOwE, 
wife of Kev Thomas LittLewoop GLeapowe (formerly ANDERSON, 
Spinsier), the adiministratrices, 


Middlesex, the 


Buant, Kichawp Wiittam, Merchant, Ironmonger-lane, James BRANT, , 


Merchant, Smyrna, aud Kev, WiLtiAM Crawiey Brant, Farthinghoe, 
Northamptonshire, £76; 9: 9 Consols.—Claimed by James Buant and 
WILLIAM CRAWLEY Iinant, the survivors, 

Cotuiss, Many, Widow, Chiddingley, Honenr Renves, Gent., of the same 
place, and Civonon Houmas, Gent, Kinginer, £299: 0: 4 Consols— 
Claimed by Koseur Uexves, the survivor, 

Lacnvs, Gronor, Surgeon, Saffron Walden, Essex, £1,000 New Three per 
Cents, —Claimed by Komuexp Law Bewsnen and Joun Craypes, the 
execntors, 

Evo, Joun, ¥aq., Couper'shall, Sir Davin Scorr, Bart., Brighton, and 
longer hoor, En. Stockwell, Surrey, £188: 1: 2 Reduced.—Clained 
by Cusaves Heaton Loti, Sir Janes SiopaLy Daviv Seory, Barts 
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Montacvu Davip Scort, and WitLiaM JAMES MAXWELL, executors of Sir 
Davw Scort, Bart., who was the survivor. 

Foyie, Rev. Epwarp, West Cholderton, Wilts, £625: 19: 7 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Right Hon. Frances Exizabera Dowager Countess NELson, 
widow, the surviving executrix. 

Haymes, Dororuy, wife of Ronerr Haymes, Esq., Great Glen, Leicester, 
£100 Consols.—Claimed by Sir Artuur Grey Hazvenics, Bart., admi- 
nistrator de bonis non to Dorotny Haymes. 

Hony, Rev. WILLIAM Epwakb, Baverstock, Wilts, £190 : 9: 9 New Three 
per Cents.—Ciaimed by WiLttAM Epwarp Hony. 

Mason, WILLIAM, Gent., Mount-ter., Whitechapel, and Bristow, Exiza- 
BETH Mary, Widow, Lucas-st., Foundling Hospital, £315 New Three per 
Cents.—Claimed by Exizasetu Mary Bristow, the survivor. 

Maupz, Rev. Ratru, Vicar of Mirfield, Yorkshire, Josava IncuAM, Esq., 
Blake Hall, Mirfield, and Epwarp BaLMe Wueat ey, Esq., Cole Wall, 
Hopton, £157 : 5 : 6 Consols.—Claimed by RaLpH Mavpe, Josuua 
INGHAM, and EpwaRD BALME WHEATLEY. 

NorFotK, The Most Noble Henry CuArves Duke of, £1,032 : 5 : 2 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by the Most Noble Cuartorre Duchess Dowager of Nor- 
FOLK, and Right Hon. Tuomas Henay Lord Fonry, the acting 
executors. 

Srorer, Joun, Gent., of the Excise-office, London, and JAMES SANDLE, 
Farmer, Assington, Suffolk, £3 : 2 per annum Long Annuities.—Claimed 
by Joun RurF.es, surviving executor of JAMES SANDLE. 

Weirs at Raw and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

Srracey, Francis, Esq., Muck Hadlam, Herts (who died in Sept., 1857). 
Re ~~ Estate, Stracey v. Stracey, M. R. Last Day for Proof, 
April 15. 

Srracey, Sir Epwarp, Bart., Upper Harley-street, St. Marylebone, and of 
Rackheath, Norfolk (who died in Jan., 1829). Re Sir Edward Stracey’s 
Estate, Stracey v. Stracey, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 

a id 


HMoney Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenrne. 

During the present week the subject which has most strongly 
attracted attention in the money market is the amount of 
specie which has accumulated at all the principal points of the 
monetary world, and which goes on increasing. We have arri- 
vals from Australia, from Brazil, from the West Indies, from 
the United States, and from the Mediterranean, amounting 
to above a million sterling. From the Bank of England 
return for the week ending the 17th instant, it appears 
that the amount of notes in circulation is £19,210,880, being 
a decrease of £286,625, and the stock of bullion in both de- 
partments is £17,942,155, showing an increase of £228,913, 
when compared with the previous return. ‘There is scarcely 
any change to report in the English Funds. Fluctuations have 
been very trifling, and the closing money price for Consols this 
afternoon—96} per cent.—does not vary § from this day week. 
It is probable that the accumulation’ of money would force 
higher the price of stocks, but for the expected opportunity, 
through the loan to the East India Company, of a large sum 
being immediately invested therein. 

The Foreign Stock market shows some sinall advance, par- 
ticularly in ‘Turkish 6 per Cents. and considerable animation 
generally. At the recent meeting of the shareholders of the 
Ottoman Bank, the report of the directors expressed the neces- 
sity of great caution in its operations, and refrained from re- 
commending a dividend. 

At a general court of the Bank of England, held yesterday, it 
was resolved that « half-year’s dividend of 5} per cent. be 
made on the 5th of April next, without any deduction on 
account of income-tax. ‘This dividend is at the same rate as for 
the previous half-year, Expectations were expressed of a 
higher rate of dividend, [t was remarked that the average 
amount of “ other securities,” meaning chietly bills discounted, 
wus £20,000,000, whereas, for a period of eight or ten weeks, 
during which the bank was receiving from 8 to 10 per cent. 
interest, the “other securities” ranged between twenty-five 
and thirty millions, and that, therefore, there might reasonably 
be some disappointment that the result shown in the dividend 
was not greater, ‘The governor observed in reply that the 
bank had taken the precaution of retaining something on 
suspense account, as & provision for probable losses yet out- 
standing; and that it should be remembered that the bank had 
made large sacrifices in the way of purchasing and reselling 
securities. Thanks were unanimously voted to the governors 
and directors for the manner in which they carried the bank 
through the recent trying ordeal. 

The general business of London shows some signs of im- 
provement, and the demand for discount has slightly increased ; 
but, nevertheless, the amount of unemployed capital, as evi- 
denced by the rate paid on loans in tho Stock Exchange, and 
by other circumstances, is something beyond all experience, 
A similar abundance is reported trom the United States, In 
the Legislature of New York, the opportunity has been taken 
to propose an important change in the general banking law. 





Hitherto, the security taken for the issue of notes in that state 
might consist half of stocks and half of mortgages. It is now 
proposed to confine it exclusively to stocks, mortgages having 
proved of uncertain value, and not easy of realization. 

The Directors of the Bank of England have determined to 
decline granting discounts to bill-brokers. This important 
regulation may be expected to limit the practice of rediscount- 
ing bills on the security of joint-stock banks. It may also 
limit in some degree the unsound and embarrassing operations 
which arise out of the practice of receiving money at call, 
bearing interest very closely approaching its full value, and 
may protect the Bank of England against a repetition of those 
measures which, during the late crisis, pressed with such un- 
warrantable weight upon its resources. Lastly, it may have 
the effect of protecting the public and the bank from results 
likely to arise from those tempting advertisements just now 
put forth, which offer 5 per cent. and first-rate security 
when the current rate of interest and the rate of discount at 
the bank is fully 2 per cent. lower. 

————_—<>-——- - 


English sFunds. 





ENGLISH FUNDs. Sat. Mon. Tues. Wed. , Thur. | Fri. 











Bank Stock .......... Shut. | Shut. | Shut. | Shut. | Shut. | «a 


3 per Cent. Red. Ann...) Shut. | Shut. Shut. | Shut. | Shut. a 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...| 96§ 7 '96¢ 3 § 96§ 4 9.964 3 96% Gf 963 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...) .. a és ose te Ee 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.. 80} we se > 2 a ee 
5 per Cent. Annuities... oe es Pere act ee 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, | 
1888) .ccccecce ee ee a “h “a a ee 

Do. 30 years(exp. Oct. 10, i | | 

HUGE Actweasecekecs e es ¢e [ ee ee oe 
Do. 30 years (exp. Jan. 5, | 

TOGG) wcccccvccccece ee “st sa - ee ee 
Do. 30 years (exp. Apr. 5, | 

i) AE. es on ae ee, ee ee 
India Stock ..........| Shut. | Shut. | Shut. Shut. | Shut. | Shut. 
India Bonds (£1 (000) . 30s. p.; .. ee 29830sp) 25s. p., 29s. p. 
Do. (under £1,000)...... .. 25s 6s p 25s 9sp '29830s P} 30s. p.) .. 
Exch. Bills(£1,000)....)  .. an aa 

Ditto March.. 385428 Pp, '3Rs42s P '37s40s Pp 36s. p 


Exch. Bills (£500) Mar.) 38s. p. | 42s, p 38s42s p 38sf2sp37sd4Iisp 40s. p. 
Ditto June.... oe oo «| 4is.p. 

Exch. Bills (Small) Mar.) .. 30838s p bn 2s3esp 42s &sp 37s4isp 40s. p. 
Ditto June... ee 38s4 SP 39S38s p 37s41s p ee 











Do. (Advertised) ....) .. | «2 j se | eo | ee ee 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 34) <a i 
PRO COME. cccceccess 100 | .. ee eo «6 le 101 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 33 | i 
_perCent ........4. | 100% 1) se “ wi}! .. =| 100§ 
i Railway Storck. 
j ! ! 
Raitways. | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur./ Fri. 














| 


Birk. Lan. & Ch. June. . 

Bristol and Exeter ....|  «- a9 “9a o-["di 4s 

Caledonian ............| 93% F 193 . 23 oc xd 89F x d/s9} } 8 867} xd 
j 7 


Chester and Holyhead..|  .. da} oe - | 3 
East Anglian ......e00] 17 es i 
Eastern Counties ......)/ 583 Of | SSP S| ‘sa +? 58} 9 $595 83 $58h 7 3 
Eastern Union A. Steck.) .. «. [@ xa] .. sé ES 
Ditto B. Stock ....) . “e a * SGM EGE ws | os 


East Lancashire ......) 0. 
Edinburgh and Glasgow! .. 


“ae Ee ? caf x aeah xa 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee as & ee a i é 
Glasgow & South-Westn. | 





Great Northern ....../) 103 2 102 3 by co) 103 12} 2 
Ditto A Stock ....) .. 8 | « 
Ditto B. Stock ... | aa Sa “ef 

Git. South & West. (Ire)! .. | & es 

Great Western ........) 58} 9 59} 9 + sod 3) 8§ [59 &} 8) 58 7} g 
Do. Stour Viv. G. Stk.) .. 

Lancashire & Yorkshire} 91} 2} 91 a1 91 90h 3) iol geo 8988 g 

Lon. Brighton & 8. Coast) 106 ee nena 1054 10 

London & North-Wstrn.. 96} 5$ /96} $59.96: 96 53 6. 

London & South-Westrn. 91 e a i. } 92} 2 

Man. Sheff. & Lincoln...) .. 8s 

Midland ..........000 | 97§ } 197 ae mT} a 
Ditto Birm. & Derby! .. . . 

NOPTOIR on ncvccecccces ee | ‘Exal 

North British ....... MM} as | sub 4 52h x aj82 jxas 

North-Eastern (Brwek, \109 34 3}] 93. (93 2 + bi 24 lay} 1g 8 ry 
Ditto Leeds ......) 4s} fas 483 8 | 
Ditto York .....00.| 764 TTE 6} T7 6 vei't wus ra'ts 

North London ........) 0 6. . ° ee 

Oxford, Wore, & Wolver.!.. ‘i P A * cl 


Soottish Central ....../ ; i es ee Be 
Soot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. F we 274 ag | 


Do, Scotsh, Mid. Stk. 






Shropshire Union ...... A’ ea Po 47) — - 
South Devon .......005 es 364 Re ee es 36 we 
South-Kastern ........) TO | Toh} | 70 70 as 64 § 
South Wales ......4 .| ee es os sl aa 











Vale of Neath .....000) os 100g | «100 oe es | 4a 


t 


¥ 
| 


LES PLR nae 
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Ensurance Companies, 
Equity and Law.....ccccoccccccccccccccccccsess § 








English and Scottish Law....... 4 
3¢ 
ewe 63 
Law Reversionary Interest ....... 19 
Law Union ....cccccccccccceses par 
Legal and Commercial .......++.0+0 eoceees par 
Legal and General Life......... 5} 
London and Provincial Law..... 3 3 
Medical, Legal, and General. par 
Solicitors’ and General ..... cooccoe par 
————_—_—~___—_—  — 
London Gagettes. 


Pew Members of Parltament. 
Fray, Mar. 19, 1858. 

County or Tyrone.—Right Hon. Claud Hamilton, commonly called Lord 
Claud Hamilton, of Barons Court, Co. Tyrone, Treasurer of Her Majesty’s 
Household. 

Crry or DurnHamM.—John Robert Mowbray, Esq., of Warennes Wood, Mor- 
timer, Berks, Her Majesty’s Judge Advocate-General. 


Bankrupts 
TuespayY, Jar. 16, 1858. 


ALLEN, Sternen, & Henry Jonas Smiru, Merchants, Mark- lane-cham- 
bers, Mark-lane. Com. Fane: Mar. 26 and April 30, at 12; Basinghall- 
st. Og. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Murray, Son, & Hutchings, 11 ‘pirchin-lane, 
late of 11 London-st., Fenchurch-st. Pet. Mar. 15, 

ARMSTRONG, Rosert, Builder, South Shields. Com. Ellison: Mar. 29, at 
11; and May 5, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, ae ta Of. 
Ass. Baker. Sol. Snowball, South Shields, Pet. Mar. 

BISHOP, MatruEw Epwin, & Epwarp SHEPPARD Seat: Wholesale 
Stationers, 76 Cannon-st. West ; M. E. Bishop residing at | Albert-villas, 
Seven Sisters-road, Holloway ; and E. Sheppard Gissing at 5 Regina- 
road, Hornsey-road. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 29, at 1; and May 3, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 i 
Walbrook. Pet. for arrgnt. Jan. 26. 

BURT, Hvcu, Licensed Victualler, 11 Princes-st., St. Mary, Lambeth. 
Com. Holroyd: Mar. 29, at 1; and April 22, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Lee. Sol. Colombine, 79 Basinghall-st. Fe’. Mar. 15 

CARLESS, Tuomas, Farmer, Stone Grange, Staffordshire, late of Stafford, 
Linen Draper. Com. Balguy : Mar. 27 and April 17, at 11.30; Bir- 
mingham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Stevenson, Stoke-upon-Trent ; or 
Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. et. Mar. 13. 

CRAVEN, Tuomas, & Jesse Craven, Ironfounders, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
Com. Ayrton: Mar. 30, at 12.30; and April 27, at 11; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Terry, Watson, & Ny atson, Brad- 
ford; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 8. 

EDWARDS, Grirritu, Carrier, Gellyucha, Bridell, Pembrokeshire. Com. 
Hill : Mar. 29 and April 27, at 11; Bristol. Og. "Ass. Miller. Sol. Smith, 
Cardigan. Pet. Mar. 4 

HASTE, Witutam, & Ricnarp Haste, Machine Makers, Bradford, York- 
shire. Com. Ayrton: Mar. 29, at 1; and April 27, at 12; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. gf. Ass. Hope. Sol. Clarke, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 11 

HOLMES, Witu1aM, Picture Dealer, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: Mar. 
29 and April 19, at 10.30 ; —— Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Webb, 
Birmingham. fet. Mar. 

HOPPER, James, Innkeepe a Spennymoor, Durham. Com. Ellison: Mar. 
24, at 11; and May 5, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Of. 
Ass. Baker. Sols. Harrison, Richmond, Yorkshire; or Keenlyside, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. et. Mar. 5. 

HURST, Joret Cutmer, Ship Builder, Cliff-ct., Harbour-pl., Ramsgate. 
Com. Evans: Mar. 25, at 12.30; and April 29, at 1; ee of. 
Ass. Bell. Sol. Reed, 1 Guildhall-chambers. "P, et. Mar. 

HYMAN, Leonarp, Merchant, 22 Mincing-lane. Com. le Mar. 25, 
at 11; and April 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Bell. Sols. Kearsey 
& Co., Bucklersbury. et. Feb. 

MAW, Isaac Tetiey, Farmer, Fridaythorpe, KE. hk. Yorkshire. Com. 
Ayrton: Mar. 31 and April 21, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Off. Ass. Carrick. Sols. England, Howden ; or Carris & Cudworth, 
Leeds. Pet. Mar. 3. 

NEWTON, Joux, Cordage Manufacturer, Northwich, Cheshire. Com. 
Perry: Mar. 30 "and April 28, at 12; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Nol. 
Etty, 33 Lord-st., Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 15. 

POLDING, Wittiam, Cotton Spinner, Livesey, Lincolnshire. Mar. 29 and 
April 19, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Fraser. Sols. Sale, Worthington, 
& Shipman, Fountain-st., Manchester. Pet. Mar. 10. 

ROWLEY, Samvet, Grocer, Sheffield. Com. West: Mar. 27 and May 8 
at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. Sol. Fretson, Bank- 
st., Sheffield. Pet. Mar. 11. 

SMITH, Samver, Woollen Manufacturer, Batley Carr, Dewsbury, York- 
shire. Com. West: April 9 and May 7, at 11; Commercial-bidgs, Leeds. 
Off. Ass. Young. _— Chadwick, Dewsbury ; or Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. et. Mar. 

STONE, Frepenic | dl Builder, 9 Manor-pl., Walworth, Com. Hol- 
royd: Mar. 29, at 12; and April 27, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og’. Ass. Lee. 
Sol. Hall, | Adelaide-pi., London-bridge. Pet. Mar. 12. 

TAYLOR, Rosert, Iron Ore Merchant, Stoke Gabriel, Devon. Com. Bere : 
Mar. 23 and April 22, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Of. Ass. Hirtzell. Sol. 
Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. Mar. 9. 

WILSON, Cuartes ALbert, & WitiiAM WALKER WiLson, Piano Forte 
Dealers, Leeds. Com. West: April 9 and May 7, at 11; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds, Off. Ass. Young Sol. Bulmer, 10 Albion-st., Leeds. 
Pet. Mar. 15. 











Friway, Mar. 19, 1858. 


BARNETT, Witttam, Gas Engineer, 81 London-road, Brighton. Com. 
Fonblanque: Mar. 30, at 2; and April 30, at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. 
Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Pattisson, 14 Furnival’s-inn. Pet. Mar. 17. 

BROWN, Jonny, & Geonce WittiaM Morzis, Contractors for Public and 
other Works, Chatham, Kochester, and Gillingham, Kent, Com. Hol- 





royd: Mar. 29, at 1; and April 27, at 2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Ed- 
wards. Sol. Dalton, 9 King’s-arms-yard, Moorgate-st. Pet. Mar. 9. 

CHASSEREAU, Tuomas Purton, Merchant, late of Finsbury-pl. South, 
now of Lime-st. Com. Fane: ‘Mar. 31, at 1; and April 30, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Dingwali, 8 ‘Tokenhouse-yard, 
Pet. Mar. 16. 

COLLINS, Francis, Jeweller, 8 Lower Ashby-st., Clerkenwell. Com, 
Goulburn: Mar. 31 and May 3, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Pen- 
nell. Sol. Fitch, 23 Southampton-st., Bloomsbury. et. Mar. 16. 

COOKE, Grorce KeninGace, & Jonn Epwin Ginirriy, Auctioneers, Col- 
chester, Essex, and Stratford St. Mary, Suffolk. Com. Evans: April 1, 
atl; and May 6, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og Ass. Johnson. Sols. Law- 
rance, Plews, & Boyer, ola Jewry Chambers. Pet. Mar, 16. 

COOPER, VALENTINE, Innkeeper, Bell-inn, Bath-road, Cheltenham. Com, 
Hill; Mar. 30 and May 3, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. — Sols. Pruen, 
Cheltenham ; or Abbott, Lucas, & Leonard, Bristol. et. Mar. 16. 

HEMMING, SamveEL, Builder, Birmingham. Com. faeces : April 8 & 22, 
at 11.30; Birmingham. Og. Ass. Kinnear. o/s. Southall & Nelson? 
Birmingham. /et. Mar. 15. 

HUGHES, Davin, Groeer, Tredegar, Monmouthshire. Com. Hill: Mar, 
30 and April 27, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Acraman, Sols. Crosby, 
Bristol ; or Trenerry, Bristol. Pet. Mar. 17. 

LEE, James Denby, & James CRABTREE, Machine Makers, Windhill, Cal- 
verley, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: Mar. 30, at 11; and April 26, at 1; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. liope. Sols. Terry, Watson, & 
Watson, Bradford ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. /ef. Mar. 17. 

MORSE, Tuomas, Wine, Spirit, and Beer Merchant, 62 Bunhill-row. Com, 
Holroyd: Mar, 29, at 2.30; and April 30, at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass, 
Edwards. Sol. Stubbs, 46 Moorgate-st. et. Mar. 15. 

PAIN, GeorGe Henry, Furnishing and General Ironmonger, 48 & 49 Wes- 
tern-rd., Brighton. Com. Goulburn: Mar. 31 and May 3, at 1; Basing- 
hall-st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Fraser & May, 78 Dean-st., Soho. 
Pet. Mar. 8. 

RATTRAY, Tuomas, Ironmonger, 18 Bedford-pl., Commercial-rd. East, 
Com. Fonblanque: Mar, 26, at 1.30; and April 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Og. Ass. Graham. Sol. Smith, 15 Wilmington- sq. Jet. Mar. 16. 

SCRAGGS, Epwarp Joun, Plumber, East Dereham, Norfolk. Com. Goul- 
burn: Mar. 31, at 12; and May 3, at 2; Basinghall-st.. Og. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols. Doyle, Ver wlam- bldgs., Gray’s- inn; or Drake, East Dereham, Nor- 
folk. Pet. Mar. 9. 

STAGG, Josuua Curran, ‘Timber Merchant, Stockton-upon-Tees, Durham. 
Com. Ellison: April 9 and May 7, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Newby, Richmond, & Watson, 
Stockton-upon-Tees ; or Harle, Bush, & Co., 20, Southampton-bldgs., 
Chancery-lane, and 2 Butcher-bank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Mar. 13. 

WARD, Joun, Carriage Manufacturer, High-st., West Bromwich, and Bil- 
ston-st., Wolverhampton. Com. Balguy: April 9 & 30; at 11.80; Bir- 
mingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Watson, West Bromwich; or Hodg- 
son & Allen, Birmingham. Jet. Mar. 18. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, Mar. 16, 1858. 


BESHIKTASLIAN, AGop (not Bestriktaslian, as advertised in last Friday's 
Gazette), Merchant, Manchester and Constantinople, Mar. 10. 


Fripay, Mar. 19, 1858. 
GALLOWAY, JOSEPH, jun., Cloth Manufacturer, Greengates, Bradford, York- 
shire. Mar. 16. 
WuakTON, CHARLES, Miller, Sandbach, Cheshire. Mar. 15. 


MEETINGS, 
Tuespay, Mar. 16, 1858. 

Batsuaw, WILLIAM, Joiner, Liverpool. Div. April 7, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com. Perry. 

CLEMENTS, Tuomas Boon, & HENRY Potrrer, Wholesale Toy Dealers, 
Bristol. Div. April 16, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. 

FREEMAN, JOSEPH, Wool Top Maker, Bradford, and Kildwick, Yorkshire. 
last Er. (aft. adj, sine die) Mar. 26, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 
Com. West. 

HIAAKMAN, Henry Joun, & Wittiam Janszx, Merchants, 8 Crutched 
Friars. Last Ex. (by adj. from Feb, 26) Mar. 26, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fonblanque. 

Linpop, WILLIAM, Miller, New-rd., Talk-o’th’-hill, Staffordshire. Div. 
April 7, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Mee, WILLIAM, Manufacturer of Plain and Fancy Hosiery, Leicester. 
Driv, April 8, at 10.30; Shirehali, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

RoBertson, WintiaM, Currier, 15 Summer-lane, Birmingham. Div, April 
7, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Wooster, Timotuy, Seedsman & Hotel Keeper, Cheltenham. Final Div. 
April 15, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill, 


Fripay, Mar. 19, 1858. 


Barton, BENJAMIN, me r, Wortley, Leeds. Last ex. (previously adj. sine 
die) April 13, at 12; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Deeks, GeorGe, Auctioneer, 6 Pembridg: villas, Westbourne-vrove, Bays- 
water. Div. April 9, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Eaton, CHARLES, Leather Merchant, Manchester. (Banks & Co.) Div. 
April 23, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

GostLow, Joseru, Licensed Victualler, Walsall. Div. April 17, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

GRay, Joun Warrer, Commission Agent, Bishop’s Waltham, Southampton, 
Last ex. Mar. 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn, 

Haicn, Bensamin, Engine Maker, Dukinfield, Cheshire. Last Ex. (pre- 
viously adj, sine ‘die) Mar. 30, at 12; Mane hester. Com. Jemmett. 

HuGues Ann, Lodging House Keeper, 23 Northumberland-st., Strand, and 
13a Cannon- -row, Westminster, Last ex. (by adj. from Mar. 9) Mar. 31, 
at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Miers, JoHN Levy, Wholesale Clothier, Fore-st., Cripplegate. Last ex. 
ey adj, from Mar. 5) Mar. 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 
planque. 

NorrauL, Ropert Durninc, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool, residing at 
Aintree, near Liverpool, Div. April 14, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. 

Baty, Tuomas, & Joun Cowan, Merchants, late of Madras, East Indies 
(Bain Brothers). Div. April 9, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Sevr, Jeremian, Innkeeper, Crown- inn, Bishop’s Waltham, Southampton. 
Div, April 20, at 12; ghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 
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Spink, GEORGE, Boot & Shoe Maker, St. Ives, Huntingdonshire. Last Er. 
Mar. 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. @om. Evans. 

Vironp, Urrick, Flour Miller, Alston, Cumberland. First Div. April 14, 
at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Cor. Ellison. 

Witx1ns, GeorcE, Baker, Portsea, Hants. Last Ex. (by adj. from Mar. 9) 
Mar. 30, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tuespay, Mar. 16, 1858. 


BAYLIS, BENJAMIN, Woolstapler, Gloucester. Second, Is. 8d. 
19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Farmer, WILLIAM, Nail Manufacturer, Birmingham. First, 3s. Kinnear, 
37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Gitbert, THomas W1Lt1aM, Sail Maker, 10 Railway-pl., Fenchurch-st., and 
Victoria Wharf, Narrow-st., Limehouse. First, 3s. 6d. Stansfeld, 
10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Harrison, JAMEs, Commission Agent, Huggin-lane. Second, 114d. Gra- 
ham, 25 Coleman-st. ; Mar. 18, and three following ‘Thursdays, 11 to 2. 
Jones, Tuomas, Grocer, Merthyr Tydvil. Div. ls. 6d. Acraman, 19 St. 

Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Lyon, WiLt1AM, Butcher, Guildford, Surrey. First, 3s. 5d. Zee, 20 Alder- 
manbury; Mar. 17, 11 to 2. 

PaLMer, GeorGE Josian, sen., Printer, Savoy-st., Strand. 
Lee, 20 Aldermanbury ; Mar. 17, 11 to 2. 

RICHARDSON, JAMES, JOHN SANDERS Wicks, & Henry Smita, Upholsterers, 
Upper Queen’s-bldgs., Brompton. Second, 8s. 4d. Graham, 25 Cole- 
man-st.; Mar. 18 and three following Thursdays, 11 to 2. 

SaNVILLE, SAMPsow Lucas, Merchant, Skinners-pl., Sise-lane. Second, 10d. 
Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11! to 2. 

Samsov. Lazarus, Merchant, Houndsditch. First, 6s. 10d. Graham, 25 
Cote: ..u-st.; Mar. 18 and three following Thursdays, 11 to 2. 

Tripp, JAMES STEVENS, Dealer in Mining and other Shares, Lombard-st.- 
chambers, Clement’s-lane. First, 3d. Graham, 25 Coleman-st. ; Mar. 18 
and three following Thursdays, 11 to 2. 

Urrine, Freperick James, Ironfounder, Wisbeach, St. Peters, Isle of Ely. 
Second, 2s. 6$d. Stangfeld, 10 Basinghall-st. ; arty Thursday, 11 to 2. 
Fripay, Mar. 19, 1858. 

CAMPBELL, ARCHIBALD (trading in copartnership with Angus Macdonald), 
Army Agent, Regent-street. Final, 3s. sep. est. A. Campbell. Pennell, 

3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

CapPpEL, JAMES, Outfitting Warehouseman, 5 Gutter-lane, City. 
ls. 6d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

CasTLe, JAMES, Miller, Littie Farringdon Mill, near Lechdale, Little Far- 
ringdon, Berks. First, 20s. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tues- 
day, 11 to 2. 

Ex.ey, CHARLEs, Cornfactor, Wakefield. 
Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Fairu, Jown, Provision Merchant, 4 Cambridge-rd., Mile End. 
2s. Lid. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 11 to 3. 

Foo, Ocrave, Merchant, 55 Old Broad-st. First, 6d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall- 
chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Frear, THomMaAs, Draper, Deansgate, Manchester. 
George-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 
HaRTHILL, ALEXANDER, & JouN M‘Kean, Woollen Cloth Merchants, Hud- 
dersfield. Second, ls. 8d. joint est.; First 5s. sep. est. A. Harthill ; and 
First 20s. sep. est. J. M‘Kean. Young, 5 Park-row, Leeds; any day, 10 

tol. 

Law, James, Bootmaker, Halifax. 
Leeds; any day, 10 to 1. 

Lownps, Jonn, Watch and Clock Maker, 5 York-pl., Vauxhall-bridge-rd., 
Pimlico. First, 1s. 2d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 
11 to 2. 

Murray, Jonn, Coal Merchant, Middle Wharf, Great Scotland-yd. First, 
on new proofs, 5s. 6d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 
to2 


Acraman? 


Second, 2s, ld. 


First, 


First, 2s. Young, 5 Park-row, 


First, 


First, 3d. Fraser, 45 


First, 3s. 4d. Young, 5 Park-row, 


Nowy, Martin, Laceman, 259 Regent-cire., Oxford-st. First, 2s. 6d. Pen- 
nell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

TrEsDALE, JouN Day, Horse Dealer, Boston, Lincolnshire. First, 5s. Harris, 
Middle-pavement, Nottingham ; on the three next Mondays, 11 to 3. 

TiLLey, GeorcE, Brewer, Walton-on-Thames, Surrey. First, 1s. ld. Nichol- 
son, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Wuiresipe, Joserpu, Watch and Clock Manufacturer, 27 Davies-st., Berke- 
te Second, 10d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers ; any Tuesday, 11 
to 2. 

CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tuespay, Mar. 16, 1858. 

AMBLER, Davip WappineTon, Draper, Tunstall, Staffordshire. 
at 10; Birmingham. 

Avtton, Witt1aM, & JonN SANDERSON Butter, Lace Manufacturers, Not- 
tingham. April 20, at 10.30; Birmingham. 

Ayton, ABRAHAM JAcoB, Cattle Dealer, Stoford, Wilts. 

t Basinghall-st. 
Firarataick, JoHN ARCHIBALD, Victualler, Alrewas, Staffordshire. April 
_16, at 10; Birmingham. 

FLETCHER, Joun, Coal Master, Smethwick, Staffordshire. April 12, at 10; 

; Birmingham, 

GvuBbiNs, Joun, Grocer, Cymmer, near Pontypridd, Glamorganshire. 
April 13, at 11; Bristol. 

Hitt, Davin, Cattle Dealer, Edenhall, Cumberland, April 9, at 11; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-T'yne, 

HoLLanp, Tuomas, Tobacco Broker, 59 Fenchurch-st. April 8, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. 


April 12, 


April 8, at 11.30; 


Newey, Wituiam, Grocer, Wolverhampton, April 12, at 11.30;  Bir- 
mingham. 

Rornscuiip, Josern, Silversmith and Jeweller, 22 Union-st., Bristol, April 

, 12, at i » Bristol. 

Sayra, Epwarp, Draper, 11 Castle-sq., Swansea, Glamorganshire. April 


12, at 11; Bristol, 


re — Plumber, Dudley, Worcestershire, April 12, at 





Frupay, Mar. 19, 1858. 


AnsTEY, JAMES, Jeweller, Sheerness, Kent. April 9, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Cook, Joun, Spirit Merchant, Birmingham. April 16, at 10 ; Birmingham. 

Crompron, WILLIAM, Licensed Victualler, Kingston-upon-Hull. April 11, 
at 12; Town-hal!, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Dow inc, Rozert, Tailor, Mariston-st., Westbury, Wilts. 
Bristol. 

Eaton, Cartes, Leather Merchant, Manchester. April 22, at 12; Man- 
chester. 

Gorpon, WILLIAM BERTRAM, Hosier, 68 Regent-st. 
singhall-st. 

GREEN, JeEHU, Cabinet-maker, St. Aldates-st., Oxford. 
Basinghall-st. 

Hurcomse, Samvet, Grocer, Littledean, Gloucestershire. 
Bristol. 

Kiexsribe, Isaac (J. & J. Kirkbride), Stone and Marble Masons, Carlisle. 
April 14, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. ‘ 
MARSHALL, Jonn, Underwriter, Angel-ct. April 9, at 11.30; Basing- 

hall-st. 

Meyrick, James, Tailor, Crewe, Cheshire. April 19, at 11; Liverpool. 

Payne, JoHN CoMBERBACK, Ironmonger, Manchester (White & Payne). 
April 29, at 11; Manchester. 

ROBINSON, WiLLIAM, Licensed Victualler, Milnethorpe, Heversham-with- 
Milnethorpe, Westmoreland. April 13, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, New- 
castle-upon- Tyne. 

SEAGER, JoHN, Maltster, Bristol. April 19, at 11; Bristol. 

SMira, JosepH, WILLIAM SmitH, & Isaac NicHots, Worsted Spinners, 
Bowling, Bradford, Yorkshire. April 26, at 12; Commercial-bldgs., 
Leeds. 

Taytor, Tuomas, & Joun SEAGER, Indigo and Prussian Stone Biue Manu- 
facturers, Soundwell, near Kingswood, Gloucestershire. April 19, at 11; 
Bristol. 

Watkins, Henry, Lime and Brick Merchant, Irongate-wharf, Praed-st., 
Paddington. April 9, at 12,30; Basinghall-st. 

WituraMs, Jonn (inirrira, Rope Maker, Newport, Monmouthshire. April 
9, at 11; Bristol. 


April 20, at 11; 


April 9, at 12; Ba- 
April 9, at 12; 
April 19, at 11 ; 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tuespay, Mar. 16, 1858. 

Bowuay, Joun Leakey, Agricultural Implement Maker, Modbury, Devon. 
Mar. 10, 2nd class. 

Brown, JoHN Mavor, Apothecary, Kineton, Warwickshire. Mar. 12, 2nd 
class. . 

CaTrLow, JoHN REYNOLDs, Scrivener, Cheadle, Staffordshire. Mar. 12, Ist 
class. 

Cross, CHRISTOPHER (D. Snape & Co.), Cotton Manufacturer, New Town 
Mill, Habergham Eaves, Burnley. Mar. 9, 2nd class. 

Farrincton, Henry, Auctioneer, Walsall. Mar. 12, 2nd class. 

Gorrery, THOMAS, Iron and Steel Merchant, Sheffield. Mar. 6, 3rd class, 
subject to a suspension of 12 mos. 

Hanpy, CHARLES Epwarp, Apothecary, Darlaston, Staffordshire. Mar. 12, 
2nd class. 

Hart, Witiiam, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 62 Charlotte-terr., Great 
Charlotte-st., Blackfriars-rd. Mar. 9, 2nd class, the same having been 
suspended 3 mos. 

Hit, Francis, Commission Agent, Withy Bank, Oldswinford, Worcester- 
shire. Mar. 12, Ist class. 

Lane, Josepu, & Georce Wacey STEVENSON, General Merchants, 112 Fore- 
st., Cripplegate. Mar. 9, 2nd class to G. W. Stevenson ; to be suspended 
for 3 mos. 

Law, JAMEs, Boot and Shoe Maker, Halifax. Mar. 5, 2nd class. 

Monk, WILLIAM KinG, Cheesemonger, 265 High-st., Southwark. 
2nd class. 

Roacu, Tuomas, Mining Agent, Broad-st.-chambers, 37 Old Broad-st. Mar. 
11, 2nd class. 

Saxkey, Joun, & Joun FREDERICK Apcock, Percussion Cap Makers, Bir- 
mingham. Mar. 12, Ist class. 

Suarp, Joun Buckiey, Worsted Spinner, Bingley and Bradford, Yorkshire. 
Mar. 5, 2nd class. 

SHORLAND, GEORGE LivERMORE, Ironmonger, 91 Shelford-rd., Hulme, Man- 
chester. Mar. 8, Ist class. 

WALL, GrorceE, Grocer, High-st., Cheltenham. Mar. 9, 2nd class; to be 
suspended 3 mos., with protection after the expiration of the first month. 

WaRRENER, JAMES, Dealer in Fancy Goods, Burlington-arcade. Mar. 9, 
2nd class. 

WATKIN, WILLIAM, Miller and Flour Dealer, Brompton Mill, Churchstoke, 
Salop. Mar. 12, 2nd class. 


Mar. 9, 


Fripay, Mar. 19, 1858. 


Brown, ALEXANDER, & RoBert Guass, Ship Chandlers, Liverpool. Mar. 
12, Ist class to Robert Glass. 

Bryson, ALEXANDER, Brewer, Redcar, Yorkshire. Mar. 16, 3rd class. 

Buscu, HERMANN, Merchant, 2 Coleman-st.-buildings, Moorgate-st. 
8, 2nd class. 

Daunt, Epwarp Russet, & Grorce BowERBANK Davunt, Metal Brokers, 
Liverpool. Mar. 11, 2nd class. 

PICKERING, HuGH, JoHN PickeRtne, Richarp Caton Pickerine, & Joun 
— PICKERING, Cotton Spinners, Burnley, Lancashire. Mar. 12, Ist 
class. 

SEVENSTER, SYBE Jans, Merchant, 72 Mark-lane. Mar. 12, 3rd class. 

Stacy, W1ILLIAM Rosert, Tailor, 17 Tichborne-st., Haymarket. Mar. 12. 

Towers, SamvukL, Looking Glass Manufacturer, 2! Pittield-st., Hoxton. 
Mar, 12, 2nd class. 

Wares, JAMES, Hotel Keeper, Gravesend. Mar, 12, 3rd class. 

Watkins, WiLtiam Henry, Innkeeper, Portsea, Hants. Mar. 19, 2nd class. 

Watson, JONATHAN, Printseller, Vere-st., St. Marylebone. Mar. 6, Ist 
class. 

WurrsreaD, Epwarp, Baker, | Brett-ter., Hampstead-ri., and 15 Stue- 
ley-ter., Camden-town. Mar. 12, certificate after a suspension of 6 mes. 

Wuirmors, Henry, Tailor, Stockport, Cheshire. Mar. 11, 3rd class. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tusspay, Mar. 16, 1858. 
Barngs, George Amprosk SMitu, Hosier, Brighton. Feb. 17. 
W. Nevill, Gresham-st. ; J. D. Alleroft, Wood-st., both W 
Sols. Sole & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 


Mar. 


Trustees, 











426— 


__THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL& REPORTER, 





_ Mar. 20, 1858. 








Bonce, Josurn, Painter, Reading, Berks. Feb. 19. Trustees, L. Cooper, 
Oil and Colour Merchant, Reading ; R. Munt, jun., Oil and Colour Mer- 
chant, Reading. Creditors to execute on or before April 19. Sol. Hobbs, 

evading. 

DENNERLEY, HcGu, Hatter, Liverpool, Mar. 15. Z'rustee, R. Reel, Cloth 
Cap Manufacturer, Liverpool. Creditors to execute before May 16, Sol. 
Yates, jun , 22 Fenwick-st., Liverpool. 

Dinwippi£, ALEXANDER, Travelling Draper, Higher Temple-st., Chorlton- 
upon-Medlock, Manchester. Feb. 26. Trustees, D. Charlesworth, Woollen 
Merchant, and T. Dobson, Silk Merchant, both of Manchester. Sods. Sale, 
Worthington, & Shipman, 64 Fountain-st., Manchester. 

Exuts, Joan, Brickmaker, Dewsbury. Mar. 2. Trustees, G. Haigh, and J. 
Haigh, Coal Owners, both of Dewsbury. Composition paid by G. Haigh 
and J. Haigh. Sol. Watts, Dewsbury. 

Goss, Apam Bannister, Brewer, Ormskirk, Lancashire. Mar. 11. 
J. Lewis, Accountant, 3 Lord-st., Liverpool. 
Liverpool. 

Heatn, WitttaM Jony, Tailor, Brackley, Northampton. 
T. Curtis, Draper, Brackley ; C 
Creditors to execute before Mar. 21. So/. Looker, Banbury. 

Hocarra, Horatio NELsoy, & (boner Hawes, Hosiers, hing William-st. 
Feb. 12. Trustees, W. Nevill, Gresham-st., and J. W. Spall, Cheapside, 
both Warehousemen. So/s. Sole & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Mappison, THoMas, Farmer, Wandon, Northumberland. Mar. 5. Trustees, 
W. Archbold, Farmer, Newham; W. Morrison, Farmer, Christon Bank. 
Sols. Spours & Carr, Alnwick. 

May, Ropert, sen., Bricklayer, Wokingham, Berks. Mar. 9. Trustees, 
E. Dailey, lronmonger, Wokingham: J. Chambers, Baker, Wokingham. 
Sol. Roberts, Wokingham. 

Mort, Henxy, Saw & Edge Tool Manufacturer, Sheffield. Feb. 22. 
Trustees, J. B. Howell, Steel Manufacturer, J. B. Wheen, Druggist, both 
of Sheffield. Creditors to execute on or before May 22. Sols. Chambers 
& Waterhouse, Bank-st., Sheffield. 


Trustee, 
Sol. Snowball, 16 Castle-st., 


Feb. 12. Trustees, 
. Grimbly, Draper, Banbury, Oxfordshire. 





Outver, Joun Dickonson, Grocer, Chalfont St. Peter, Bucks. Feb. 23. 
Trustee, C. A. Young, Undertaker, 52 Leonard-st., Finsbury. Creditors 


to execute before May 24. Sols. F. Day & H. Day, Hemel Hempstead. 
Sweeny, Patrick, Cart Owner, Liverpool. Feb. 26. Trustee, J. Finney, 
Accountant, Liverpool. Sol. Yates, jun., 22 Fenwick-st., Liverpool. 
Waker, Wituiam, Farmer, Ridges, Tynemouth, and Waggon Builder, 
Whitehill Point. Mar.13. Trwstee, 2. Allinson, Accountant, Newcastile- 
upon-Tyne. Sols. Tinley & Adamson, North Shields. 
Waeetpos, THomas, Cotton Manufacturer, Stockport, Cheshire. 
Trustee, E. Robinson, Public Accountant, Manchester. 
thington, & Shipman, 64 Fountain-st., Manchester. 


Feb. 16. 
Sols. Sale, Wor- 


Faipay, Mar. 16, 1858. 
Bracu, Georce, Miller, Newington, next Hythe, Kent. Mar. 13. Zrustees, 
W. Durtnal, Gent., Mersham ; ; A. Swaffer, Farmer, Mersham ; D. Swat- 
fer, Farmer, Mersham. Sols. Brockman & Harrison, Folkestone. 


Cuagke, CHartes, Gent., Montague House, London-rd., Cheltenham. 
Mar. 1. Trustees, E. Frampton, Esq., Gloucester -Bank, Cheltenham ; 


A. Shirer, SUK Mercer, Cheltenham; J. Urech, Uphoisterer, Chelten- 
ham. Creditors to execute before June 2. Sol. Chesshyre, 56 Regent- 
st., Cheltenham. 

Cons, 6 Georce, Milliner, Gainsborough, Lincolnshire. 

Wood, Gent , Willoughton, Lincolnshire ; 
gh. Sol. Hayes, Gainsborough. 

Deovetas, THomas Martin, Ship Owner, Sunderiand. Mar. 12. Trustees, 
J. Hay, Merchant, R. Wrightson, Merchant, G. Watson, Ship Broker, all 
of Sanderiand. Sols. Brown & Simev, 57 Villiers-st., Sunderland. 

Greex, Evizareta, Innkeeper, Leeds. Feb. 16. Trustees, B. Wilson, 
Wine and Spirit Merchant, Bramley, near Leeds; W. Spirett, Gent., 
Leeds. Sol. Naylor, Leeds. 

Gaeex, Hesry Georce, Grocer, Gunhouse, West Halton, Lincolnshire. 
Mar. 3. Trustees, E. C. Davies, Chemist and Druggist, Gainsborough ; 
P. Platts, Draper, Gainsborough. Sol. Plaskitt, Gainsboreugh. 

Leeson, MatrHew, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Daventry, Northampton- 
shire, Feb. 24. Trustee, W. Graham, Distiller, 114 St. John-st., Clerken- 
well. Sol. Dimmock, 2 Suffolk-lane, London. 

Massey, THomas, Grocer, Great Ducie-st., Manchester. Feb. 23. Trus- 
tees, G. H. Fryer, Tea Merchant, Manchester; W. Dunkerley, Wholesale 
Grocer, Manchester. Sols. Hall & Janion, 6 Essex-st., Manchester. 

Waite, Jous, Draper, Gravesend. Mar. 1. Trustees, J. Barnicot, 
Friday-st.; W. White, jun., Cheapside, Warehousemen. Sol. Heather, 
Paternoster-row. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery 
Teespay, Mar. 16, 1858. 


Mar. 12. Trustees, 
B. Barlow, General Dealer, 


BEtTreson, re Brewer, Bath (who died on Jan. “ 
r. Morgan, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April | 

CuaAFrER, Pallet Arehiteet, Burnley, Lancashire aie died in Mar., 
1846). Howard ¢. Chaffer, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 

Forsyru, WititaM, Draper, ! Little Newport-st., Soho (who died on Dec. 2, 
1857). Re Forsyth’s estate, Marshall r. Forsyth, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 
Jor Proof, April 13. 

Hawes, THomuas, Coal Merchant, Blackfriars (who died in July, 1819). 
Holder e. Hawkes, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 20. 

Liorp, Rosert, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Dale End, Birmingham (who 
nt @ Mey 6, 1849). Owen v. Lloyd, V. ©. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, 
April 26. 

Watxez, Jous, Farmer, Park-lodge, Wakefield, Yorkshire (who died in 
Oet., 1445). Taylor r. Waiker, V. C. Kindersicy. Last Day for Proof, 
April 13. 

Writiams, 
1857). 


1857). Harris 


Jous. Farmer, Pren Briggat, Mold, Kent (who died in Dec., 

Re William's estate, M. Kk. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 
Fray, Mar. 19,1958. 

Paapenaw, Wiittam, Farmer, Chalfont, St, Giles, Backs (who died on Mar. 

2, 1849). Bradshaw rv. Goodman, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, 

wil 15. 

Dean, James, late of the Yews, Tottenham, Middlesex (who died in Mar. 

1956). Kiehes vo. Dean, V. ©. Stuart. Last Day for Prod, April 17. 





ee 

Norturor, THomas, Teena, “Bradford, “‘Tertahive (who died in April, 
1842). Taylor v. Northrop, V. C. Kindersley . Last Day for Proof, 
April 24. 

Perkins, Henry, Porter to the Union, Wallingford, Berks. Re Bosher’s 
estate, Parkhurst v. Saxton, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 16, 
SHEPHERD, Me_pruM, Baker, Oxford-st. (who died on Sept. 30, 1852). 

v. Christie, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 

Srracey, Sir Epwarp, Baronet, Upper Harley-st., St. Marylebone, and 
Rackheath, Norfolk (who died in Jan. 1829). Stracey’s estate, Stracey 
v. Stracey, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 

Srracey, Francis, Esq., Muck Hadlam, Herts (who died in Sept., 1857). 
Stracey’s estate, Stracey v. Stracey, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 15, 

TOWNSEND, GzorGE, D.D., late of the College, Durham (who died in Nov., 
1857). Townsend’s estate, Goldicutt v. Townsend, M. R. Last Day for 
Proof, Apri! 19. 

WALKER, BENJAMIN, Maltster, Littlemoor, Mirfield, Yorkshire (who died in 
Oct., 1855). Hurst v. Green, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 20. 

Warren, Georce, Esq., Thurloe-sq., Brompton (who died in paty 1857). 
Ellis r. Warren, M. R. Last Day for Proof, July 1. 

Wess, Joun, Gent., Fowey, Cornwall (who died in June, 1851). 
estate, Webb rv. Rowe, M. R. Last day for Proof, April 12. 


TUHinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
16, 185s. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


Hull 


Webb's 


Tvespay, Mar. 


Catnoric Law AND GENERAL Lire-AsscrANCE Company.—A petition for 
the dissolution and winding-up of this Company (lately alleged to be 
amalgamated with the Phoenix Life Assurance-Company, No. | Leaden- 
hall-st., London), was, on Mar. 8, presented to the Lord Chancellor by 
Charles Drake, which will be heard before V.C. Wood, on Mar. 27. 
Sol. for Petitioner, Edward Hobart Barlee, 52 Old Broad-st. 

London AND Eastern BANKING CorProraTion.—V. C. Wood will proceed, 
on Mar. 24, at 12, at his Chambers, to settle the list of Contributories in 
Class “ A,” being the holders of shares at the date of the Winding-up 
Order, and Class “C,” being shareholders who had transferred their 
shares within three years prior to the date of the Winding-up Order, 
whose last known places of abode respectively are within the United 
Kingdom. 

PapinaAM CommerctaL Company.—A petition for the winding-up of this 
Company was presented to the Lord Chancellor, by Henry Bridge, Padi- 
ham, Lancashire, Sizer, on Mar. 15, which will be heard before V. C. 
Kindersley, on Mar. 26. Scott, Tahourdin, & Shaw, 11 Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, agents for Shaw, Sutcliffe, Tattersall, & Handsley, Burnley, Soli- 
citors for the Petitioner. 

Wrtam’s Stream Fret Company.—A petition for the dissolution and wind- 
ing-up of this Company was, on Mar. 3, presented to the Master of the 
Rolls, by John Entwistle, Frederick Engelhardt, Stephen Ponder Ken- 
nard, Richard Bedford Allen, Rev. John Antrobus, Frederick Glenton, 
Coleridge John Kennard, John Pierse Kennard, Henry Hewitt Kennard, 
and Henry Kendall, which will be heard before his Honour, on Mar. 25. 
Sol. for Petitioners, Thomas Purrier, 35 New Broad-st. 


Fripay, Mar. 19, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY, 

PaprnamM Commerctat Company.—A Petition for the dissolution and wind- 
ing-up of this Company was, on March 18, presented to the Lord Chan- 
cellor by James Haworth and James Pollard, which will be heard before 
V. C. Kindersley, on Mar. 26. Sols. for Petitioners, Johnson, Weatherall, 
& Sons, 7 King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 

Wueat Heven Mininc Company.—The Master of the Rolls will proceed, on 
April 20, at 12, at his chambers, to settle the list of contributories. 

LiMiTED, IN BANKRUPTCY, 

Grovx’s Iuproven Soap Company (LIMITED).— Mr. Commissioner Fon- 
blangue has appointed March 31, at 12, at Basinghall-street, to audit the 
accounts of the official liquidator and to make a dividend. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tuespay, Mar. 16, 1858, 
CterKk, Joun, Blacksmith, Dalserf. Mar. 19, at 3; Hamilton Arms-inn 
(Craigen’s), Hamilton. Seq. Mar. 10. 
Cocnran, ALEXANDER, Bleacher, Kirktonfield, 
(Cochran & Armour). Mar. 19, at 1; 
pl., Paisley. Seg. Mar. 12, 
Davipson, Prrer, Fish Curer, Dundee, deceased. 
hotel, Dundee. Seq. Mar. 11. 
M‘Nig, James, jun., Wood Merchant, Kincardine, 
Burden’s-hotel, Dunblane. Seq. Mar. 12. 


Neilston, Renfrewshire 
Rose and Thistle-hotel, County- 


Mar. 22, at 1; British- 


Mar. 25, at 2; Dewar 


Faiway, Mar. 19, 1858. 

BANNATYNE, NINIAN, Provision Merchant, Eglinton-st., + en 
at 12; Globe-hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seq. Mar. 1 

Beut, Witttam, Farmer, Kirkton, Dumfries. Mar. . at 12; King’s 
Arms-inn, Lockerbie. Seg. Mar. 13. 

Beit, Witttam, Wood Merchant, Stanley. Mar. 26, at 1; Procurators 
Library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seq. Mar. 15, j 

Bransipe, WittiaM (Wm. Burnside & Co.), Draper, Castle Douglas. 
25, at 12; Court-house, Kirkcudbright. Seq. Feb. 12. 
Caicutox, Arciieatp, Lath Splitter, Greenock. Mar. 22, at 12; White 
Hart-inn, Greenock. Seq. Mar. 15, 
Fauset, Joun, Spirit Dealer, Greenock. 
Breast, Greenock. Seg. Mar. 13. 
Heutcniraon, Thomas, Farmer, Harelaw, residing at Westerhall by Muck- 
hart. Mar. 30, at 2; Solicitors’ Library, Perth. Seq. Mar. 16 

Mackenztn, Ramsay, & Company, Merchants (Deanfield Bleaching Com- 
pany), and Henny Sanoster Fitcute, Deanfield, Partner thereof. Mar. 
24, at 12; Royal-hotel, Dundee. Seq. Mar. 13. 


Sqvagre, nom Exti07, Solicitor, carrying on business at 10 Austin-friars, 


ow residing at 63 Kue End-st., Greenock. Mar. 23, at 12; 
White Ban oy Greenock. Seq. Mar, 16. 


Mar. 23, 


Mar. 


Mar- 23, at 12; Royal-hotel, East 
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THE PROFESSION MAY SAVE 7s. IN THE POUND BY PURCHASING THEIR STATIONERY AT 


PARTRIDGE & COZENS, 


LAW & GENERAL STATIONERS, 


No. 1, CHANCERY LANE, AND 192, 


FLEET STREET, 


(Opposite the Temple). 
The Largest, Cheapest, and Best Assorted Stock of Office Stationery in the World. 












a. 4. 
Good Draft Paper ..cccccceseeeccecees 6 6 
Best ditto (a first-class Paper) ......... 8 9 
GEE TIE TGIRE oo crs e sce vcciccccscevecsectecccscesecnce 6 
Best (usually charged by many houses 248.).......sececeeeeeees 6 
Superior Elue Laid Foolscap ....-+eeeeeceecececeecccecseceteces 10 6 
Superfine Cream Laid Note .......-..-eeeescecereeees 3% Gd. and 4 6 
Extra Super Double Thick (a splendid Paper) ........seeeeeeeeees 6 0 
Superfine Large Blue Wove Note.........cceececcccsccssccecsees 3 6 


Blue Office Envelopes (Adhesive) 4s. Gd. per 1,000, or 10,000 for 42s. Gd. 

Extra Super Double Thick Cream Laid ditto, 7s. 6d. per 1,060. 

Foolscap Size Official Envelopes, 2s. per 100, or 16s. Gd. per 1,090. 

Envelopes for Drafts, Briefs, Deeds, &c. 

Red Tape, 9d. and 1s. per dozen pieces. 

Parchment Indenture Skins, Ruled and Printed for twenty or thirty folios 
15s. per dozen, or 70s. per roll. 

Followers, Ruled, 14s. per dozen, or 65s. per roll. 

Memorials, 5s. per dozen. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 


P. & Co’s ILLUSTRATED CATALOGUE, POST FREE. 


ESTABLISHED 1841. 





EQUITY & LAW 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


For Assuring the Lives of Persons in every Profession 
and Station, wherever resident. 





OFFICE—No. 26, LINCOLN’S-INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Established 1844, 





TRUSTEES. 


The Right Hon. the Lord Cranworth. | The Hon. Mr. Justice Erle. 

The Right Hon. Lord Monteagle. Nassau William Senior, Esq. 

The Right Hon. the Lord Chief Charles Purton Cooper, Esiq., Q.C. , 
LL.D., F.R.S. 


Baron. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice Coleridge. George Capron, Esq. 


Directors. 
Chairman—Nassav W. Sentor, Esq. 
Deputy-Chairman—Grorce Lakr Russet, Esq. 

J. E. Armstrong, Esq. N. Hollingsworth, Esq. 
R. J. P. Broughton, Esq. T. Glover Kensit, Esq. 
John M. Clabon, Esq. John H. Koe, Esq., Q.C. 
Mr. Serjeant Clarke. John Lucas, Esq. 
Anthony Cleasby, Esq. Chas. Hy. Moore, Esq. 
John Ellis Clowes, Esq. Edmund F. Moore, Esq. 
Geo, A. Crawley, Esq. Geo. W. K. Potter, Esq. 
Chas. J. Dimond, Esq. W. B.S. Rackham, Esq. 
Sir F. Dwarris, F.R.S. George Robins, Esq. 
John Wm. Hawkins, Esq. A. H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Wm. Ed. Hilliard, Esq. Richard Smith, Esq. 
Avptrors. 

Robert J. Phillimore, D.C.L., Q.C. 

Eric Rudd, Esq. 
Soxicrrors. 
Messrs. Rooper, Birch, Incram, & Whately, Lincoln’s-inn-felds. 

MEDICAL OFFICERS. 
Benjamin Atkinson, Esq. 
ACTUARY AND SECRETARY, 
Artirur H. Bailey, Esq. 














Sohn Boodle, Esq. 
Alex. Edgell, Esq. 


John Scott, M.D. 





Parties assuring within six months of their last birthday are allowed a 
proportionate diminution in the Premium. 


Assurances effected before the 3lst December, 1858, will be entitled to 
participate in the Bonus to be declared after the close of the following year. 

The Assurances in foree amount to £1,200,000 ; the Annual Income is 
£16,000 ; and the Invested Funds exceed £200,000. 


Examples of the Bonus upon Poticies declared to the 31st December, 1854. 





7th November, 
855, 


Date of Policy. 7 em, 


8 24th April, 1845. 





| 
| 
, ae ee 
5 





2 ad me * 
Age at Entry .... 30. 42. ; 
Annval Premium .. 25 7 6 316 8 49 a 4 
Sum Assured......} 1,000 0 0 1,000 0 0 | 1,000 0 0 
Bonus added ..... 15710 0 Ind 0 0 2t1. 10 0 


, Copies of the last Report, Prospectuses, ard every information, may be 
had upon written or personal application to the Office. 


C QMMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY of 

SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES. —LETTERS of CREDIT upon 
the above Bank will be granted by the London Joint-Stock Bank, at the 
rate of one-half per cent. premium. 





| homer LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 
1, Old Broad-street, London: Instituted2 1s°9 
DIRECTORS. 
MARTIN TUCKER SMITH, Esq., M.P., Chairman. 
GEORGE WILLIAM COTTAM, Esq., Deputy Chairman. 

Thomas George Barclay, Esq. Samuel Hibbert, Esq. 
James C. C. Bell, Esq. Daniel Mildred, Esq. 
Charles Cave, Esq. James Gordon Murdoch, Esq. 
George Henry Cutler, Esq. John Horsley Palmer, Esq. 


Henry Davidson, Esq. | Frederick Pattison, Esq. 
George Field, Esq. William R. Robinson, Esq. 
George Hibbert, Esq. | Newman Smith, Esq. 


SECURITY.—The existing liabilities of the Company do not exceed 
£3,000,000. The investments are nearly £1 ,000,000, in addition to upwards 
of £500,000, for which the Shareholders are responsible, and the income is 
about £120,000 per annum. 

PROFITS.—Four-fifths, or eighty per cent. of the profits, are assigned to 
policies every fifth year. The next appropriation wil] be made in lst, and 
persons who now e:fect insurances will participate rateably. 

BONUS.—The additions to policies have been from £1 10s. to £53 16s. 
per cent. on the original sums insured. 

CLAIMS.—Upwards of £1,250,000 has been paid to claimants under 
policies. 

Proposals for insurances may be made at the chief office, as above ; at 
the branch office, 16, Pall Mall, London; or to any of the agents through- 
out the kingdom. SAMUEL INGALL, Actuary. 





REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
CuarmmMan—Russell Gurney, Fsq., Q.C., Recorder ef Londen. 
Dercry-Cuarrnmax—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests, 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the Office. 





C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 
To Landowners, the Clergy, Solicitors, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c. 

HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is 
‘ incorporated by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales, and 
Scotland. Under the Company's Acts, tenants for lite, trustees, mort- 
gugees in possession, incumbents of livings, bodies corporate, certain lessees, . 
and other landowners, are empowered to charge the inheritance with the 
cost of improvements, whether the money be borrowed from the Company, 
or advanced by the landowner out of his own funds. 

The Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works of land 
improvement, the leans and incidental expenses being liquidated by arent- 
charge for a specitied term of years. 

No investigation of titie is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
commercial character, do not interfere with the plans end execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Commissioners, 

The improvements authorised comprise dra e, irrigation, warping, 
embanking, enclosing, clearing, rec'aiming, planting, erecting, and im- 
proving farm houses, and buildings for farm purposes, ‘arm roads, jetties, 
steam-engines, water-wheels, tanks, pipes, &c, 

Owners in fee mayeflect improvenents on their estates without incurring 
the expense and personal responsibilities incident to mortgages, and with- 
out regard to the amount of existing incumbrances. —lroprietors may 
apply jointly for the execution of improvements mutually beneficial, such 
as & common outfall, roads through the district, water-power, &c. 

For further information, and for forms of application, apply to the 
Hon, WitttaM Narisr, Managing Direeter, 2, Old Palace-vard, West- 
minster, 
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I AW. —C ‘ONV EYANC ING.— A CLERK of Many 
4 years’ experience and great practical ability requires an ENGAGE- 
MENT. Salary, £2 per week. 

Address, Z., 12, Edward-terrace, Caledonian-road. 








AW.—A GENTLEMAN who is in the last year of 
his Articles, and has had considerable experience, desires the 
MAN AGEMENT of a First-class CONVEYANCING Practice, with the 
view to a Partnership preferred. 
Address, M. A., “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 





| AW.—A GEN’ TLE MAN 1 w in —_ aan on Admitted 
4 Three Years desires a RE-ENGAGEMENT to MANAGE CONVEY- 
ANCING and CHANCERY in an Office of large or moderate Practice. 

Address, C. C., “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 
inn, W. C. 


| Fig ebay YOUNG SOLICITOR of active habits, 
having a moderate Practice within a few miles of London, is 
desirous of obtaining a Partnership or Practice in London, to be held in 
connection with his present business. 

Address, D. Z., (No. 49), Office of the “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 59, Carey- 
street, W. C. 





AW. _w ‘AN TE D, i in a London Office, an intelligent 
4 COPYING CLERK, who has had experience in giving out w ork, and 
can exercise some supervision in that department. The strictest inquiries 
as to character and capability will be made. 
__ Address, by letter only, to Z., care of Mr. Garwood, 46, Parliament- 
Street. 





Li obi SOLIC ITOR who has been in business 


about Ten Years desires to add to his present Practice in the City 
purchase of a business, or the share of one, chiefly consisting of 
ncing, or a permanent legal appointment wou (1 not be objected to. 
Address, M. P., 59, Carey-street, Lir coln’s-inn, W. C. 


| Fret Prt! bp a CLERKSHIP by a respectable 









YOUNG MAN (age 2!) who hi a knowledge of CHANCERY and 
GENERAL BUSINESS, and can give the best references. Has been in the 
Profession four years. 

W. G., News Rooms, 76, Strand. 





I AW.— CONVEYANCING CLERKSHIP.—A 
d GENTLEM AN, who has lately passed his Examination (but is not 
Admitted), wishes fora CONVEYANCING CLERKSHIP in Town. Salary 
moderate. 

v, by Letter, to A. Y., at the Lodge, New inn, Strand, London. 


“S 








AW —WANTED bya GENTLEMAN in the 28th 
year of his Age, Admitted in Easter Term, 1852, a PARTNERSHIP 
of from £400 to £500 per annum, in a WELL-ESTABLISHED PRAC- 
TICE. None but Principals will be treated with, and the strictest 
References given and required. The Country preferred. 
Applications to be addressed to A. B., care of Messrs. Trinder & Eyre, 
Solicitors, 1, John-street, Bedford-row, W. C. 


I AW PRACTICE FOR SALE.—The Papers of a 
4 SOLICITOR, just deceased, at Northallerton, in Yorkshire, to be 
DISPOSED OF, extending over a period of sixty years, during the greater 
part of which time the Practice was extensive, and of a superior grade. 
The business has lat en off considerably, owing, in great measure, to 
; but there is, notwithstanding, a@ good open- 
who, if he wished, could Ho ty an 
1s¢ and Offices. The Registry of Deeds 
the Quarter Sessions are 
ms, &e. 































CLERKS. — In an 
City there isa Vacancy for FIRST-CLASS MANAGING 
» is il versed in GENERAL LONDON PRAC- 


4 





, and cay outing with or without the Superintendence of the 
Prin me hora 
In an Office he City, an energetic YOUNG CLERK is required, 






apable of atter« 1 the CHANCERY and COMMON LAW Department 
Aa * Practice. Salary moderate. 

In an Office in Lincolnshire, a useful CLERK is required at a moderate 
Salary. 

Also one in an Office in Hants. 

Apply, Z and other particulars, to Messrs. Kain & 
Cobbett, Law k General Accountants, 16, Gresham-stceet, City, BE. C. 
a — — >--- 

CLAPHAM PARK. 
2 ee BE SOLD—A FREEHOLD RESIDENCE. 
Price £3,000. Mayhew and Salmon, W, Great George-street, West- 


mineter 
Raiser. 











GORE-ROAD, SOUTH KENSINGTON, NEAR BROTTEN-KOW AND 
NEW ENTRANCE TO HYDE-PARK. 
IRST CLASS HOUSES TO BE SOLD.— 
Prices fran I ts £5 $0, Vans and particulars at Mayhew 
atu Saitnen's, OH, Great George-strect, Westininster. 





VALUABLE SHARES in those distinguished Companies, the LEGAL and 
GENERAL LIFE OFFICE, and the LAW FIRE OFFICE, offering First. 
Class investments for small Sums. 

N R. DEBENHAM will SELL at the MART, on 

FRIDAY NEXT, MARCH 26th, at TWELVE, in TWENTY LOTS, 
several SHARES in the above Offices. As investments for Professional 

Gentlemen these Shares are hardly to be equalled, and the magnitude and 

quality of the business in each Office is too well known to require comment, 

Liberal offers by Private Contract will be entertained. 

Detailed particulars may be had at the Mart, and at Mr. Debenham’s 

Offices, 80, Cheapside. 





ST. JOHN'S WOOD.—Compact Leasehold Residence, with Yard and Build- 
ings in the rear, forming most Desirable Premises for a Sculptor, Builder, 
Cabinet Maker, or any business requiring an enclosed yard with work. 
shops. 


Mess SRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS are di- 

rected by the mortgagee to SELL BY AUCTION, at the MART, 
in APRIL, in One Lot, a GENTEEL MODERN RESIDENCE, situate No, 
68, St. John’s Wood-terrace, corner of Townshend-road, near the Avenue- 
road and North-gate, Regent’s Park; in the rear of the house is an en- 
closed yard, with a cottage, light workshop and coach-house, having a 
distinct entrance by folding gates from Townshend-road. The property is 
held from Walpole Eyre, Esq., for a term of ninety-nine years from Christ- 
mas, 1820, at a Ground-rent of £6 6s. per annum, and immediate possession 
will be given. 

May be viewed, and particulars had at the Eyre Arms, St. John’s Wood; 
at the Mart; of E. Bannister, Esq., Solicitor, 13, John-street, Bedford-row ; 
and of Messrs. Rushworth and Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-st., and 19, 
Change-alley, sienna 
HACKNEY.—A Valuable and very ‘anita Estate, nearly equal to 

Freehold, being Copyhold of the Manor of Hackney, and subject only to 

a mere nominal quit rent, and a small fine certain on death or alienation, 


bo igen RUSHWORTH and JARVIS will SELL 
By BY AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, APRIL 30, at 12, in 
One Lot, a very COMPACT and ELIGIBLE PROPERTY, situate on the 
West side of Mare-street, the main thoroughfare of the important Suburban 
Village of Hackney, occupying an extensive plot of ground, and comprising 
Six Dwelling Houses and Shops, in Mare-street, possessing a frentage of 11] 
feet ; and a Spacious Residence, with large garden and premises in the 
rear, known as “ Pembroke House,” approached from Lambe-lane, to 
which there is a frontage of about 400 feet, partiy available for building. 
The property is at present let upon lease for long terms of years, expiring 
at Michaelmas next, at rents amounting to £176 per annum, but is under- 
let at a considerable increase ; and most of the occupying tenants are of 
long standing, and desirous of remaining. The property is capable of great 
improvement, and offers to a Builder or Speculative Capitalist an attractive 
and profitable investment. 

To be viewed by permission of the respective tenants, and printed par- 
ticulars with plans may be had twenty-four days prior to the Sale of Messrs. 
Falkner & Newbald, Solicitors, Newark-upon-Trent ; at the principal Inns 
at Hackney; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Rushworth & Jarvis, Saviile-row, 
Regent-street, and 19, Change-alley, Cornhill. 


oe LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
1825, 
Annual average of new Policies accepted and issued during the last Eight 
Years, upwards of 





HALF A MILLION. 
PRESENT ANNUAL REVENUE, UPWARDS OF £270,000. 

THE NEXT DIVISION OF PROFITS will be made in 1860. The Profits 
accruing to the early Policies of the Company have, in many instances, 
more than DOUBLED the original sum assured. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

Policies may be revived within thirteen months of the date of lapsing 
under certain conditions. 

Surrender value allowed after one year’s payment on Policies effected on 
the participating scale, and after three payments on the non-participating 
scale. 

Loans granted on the security of the Company's Policies to the extent 
of their office value, at a low rate of interest. 

WM. THOS. THOMSON, Manager. 
H. JONES WILLIAMS, Res. Sec. 
London: 82, King William-street. Edinburgh: 3, George-strect. 
The usual commission allowed to Solicitors. 





TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDON. 
es ERENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 


TRUSTEES, 
Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56, Lowndes-square. 
Jolin Horatio Lloyd, Esq., 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 
Cuthbert Wm. Johnson, Esq., F.R.S., Gray’s-inn, and Croydon. 
James L. Ridgway, Esq., 169, Piccadilly, 

This Society has been in full and beneficial operation since 1850, Tt was 
incorporated for the purpose of securing to LANDLORDS, TITHE-OW NERS, 
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appointment. For particulars apply at the Socicty’s Offices, 4, Charlotte- 
row, Mansion House, London. 

When Clients are introduced direct to the Society by Solicitors, one-third 
A the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected 
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ANOTHER BANKRUPTCY ABUSE. 

The postponement of all measures of law reform, 
caused by the recent change of Government, will afford 
the authors of various drafts of Bankruptcy Bills an 
opportunity to acquire fresh materials for legislation. 
It so happens, that since Lord Brougham laid his Bills 
—a month ago—on the table of the House of Lords, 
some noticeable facts have come to light which ought 
not to be overlooked in any measure” professing to deal 
with the entire subject of bankruptcy—as one not only 
of law, but of administration. 

The case of Pooley v. Quilter, which has recently 
been before the Equity Courts, belongs to the latter 
category. The evidence in that cause informs us, 
that a very injurious practice, which was said to 
be common under the old bankruptcy law, but the 
removal of which most persons supposed to be one of 
the few advantages of our} present system, is still not 
unknown. In the days of Lord Eldon, and subse- 
quently, cases frequently occurred in which the Court 
was called upon to decide whether a creditors’ assignee, 
or the solicitor of a bankruptcy, might purchase divi- 
dends for his own benefit. Some of these cases are re- 
ported, and the result is, that there are few trans- 
actions that could be made the subject of litigation, on 
which beforchand—without knowing much of the 
facts—one might more positively pronounce an opi- 
nion. Whatever may be the particular circumstances 
under which an assignee has purchased from a creditor 
of a bankrupt’s estate the right to receive dividends 
payable to the creditor, it is so manifestly opposed to 
the policy of the law that such a transaction chould be 
allowed to stand, that the only wonder is, how people 
are to be found to maintain it in a court of justice. But 
secing that it now requires the active interference of 
persons having an interest, and also the boldness to 
institute a suit, to set these transactions aside, it is cer- 
tainly desirable that the question should be determined 
by legislative enactment. 

The evidence in Pooley v. Quilter was shortly this: 
The defendant, Mr. Quilter (a partner in the well-known 
firm of Quilter and Ball), was appointed one of the 
creditors’ assignees under a bankruptcy, in which Mr. 
Pooley, the plaintiff, had proved as a creditor on the 
estate for £23,443. Mr. Whidborne, who had been the 
solicitor of the bankrupt before the bankruptcy, agreed 
to purchase from the plaintiff, for £7,000, all the divi- 
dends not exceeding 8s. in the pound. Ilaving received, 
under this agreement, 7s. Gd. in the pound, Mr. Whid- 
borne subsequently agreed to purchase the remaining 
No. 65 





dividend beyond 8s. in the pound; and the result was 
that, altogether, he received £2,400 more than he pai 
It appeared, however—in what stage of these pi i 

we are unable to say—that Mr. Quilter was interested in 
the purchases of dividends equally with Mr. Whidborne. 
A bill was therefore filed to set aside the whole trans- 
action; and although the Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
was of opinion that a purchase by an assignee under a 
bankruptcy is not, under all circumstances, absolutely 
invalid, and an issue was therefore directed to ascertain 
whether the plaintiff was, at the time of selling, aware 
of the fact that Quilter was interested in the purchase ; 
yet, on appeal, the old rule of the Court was enforced 
by the Lords Justices in language which, we hope, will 
have the effect of discouraging, if not of terminating, 
the reviving traffic in bankrupts’ debts which this case 
has brought to light. 

We are not aware whether the revelations in Pooley 
v. Quilter are to be taken as affording a type of any 
large class of transactions of every-day occurrence in 
Basinghall-street ; but it ought to be mentioned, that, 
in this particular bankruptcy, such dealings were not 
confined to Mr. Pooley’s case. It appears that there 
were many similar transactions with cther creditors; 
and that the whole of the dividends thus purchased up 
amounted to a very large sum; so large, indeed, that the 

ssibility of such an occurrence as that suggested by 
oa Justice Turner, in his judgment, is not so remote 
as one might imagine, without the aid of experience. 
‘ Suppose,” said his Lordship, “‘ that all the debts were 
bought up by the assignees,” who would take the sur- 
plus remaining, after paying the creditors the purchase- 
money for their dividends? If such a transaction were 
allowed to stand, the interest of the creditors, and of 
their representatives, in every bankruptcy, would be 
directly opposite. Their relations would be no longer 
those of confidence, but of suspicion and distrust ; and 
it would be necessary forthwith to devise some new 
machinery for protecting the interests of creditors in 
bankruptcy. It is bad enough for them that they should 
have so little power over the administration of their 
debtor's estate, as the present law gives them, and 
that they are compelled to witness the diminution 
of that estate by unnecessary fees to official assignees, 
accountants, and messengers. The assignees, who are 
peculiarly the guardians of the creditors’ rights, though 
their power for any useful purpose is very problematical, 
ought at all events to be withheld from the temptation 
of turning their position into one of gain at the expense 
of their constituents. We, therefore, recommend to 
any committee appointed by either House of Parliament 
to investigate the subject of bankruptcy, to turn their 
attention to this question of the legality of dealings by 
the assignees in bankrupts’ estates. If it should appear 
that such a practice has been carried on to any extent, 
—notwithstanding the decisions of our Courts against it 
—since our present system of bankruptcy judicature 
was introduced, it might be advisable to check it by 
the enactment of some penalty; if not, indeed, by a 
more radical change in the whole system. 

The present case affords yet another illustration of 
the defects of our law of bankruptey. One might ~~ 
pose that the creditors would, of all persons, be the 
most competent to select an accountant to investigate 
the bankrupt’s affairs; and that they might be 
safely entrusted with the responsibility of employ- 
ing a proper person for that purpose, and of treating 
with him as to his remuneration, according to the 
nature and the amount of the work to be done. 
But such a privilege has been deemed by the 
makers of our present bankruptcy law too great a 
concession to common sense and the convenience of 
mankind. The ereditor, therefore, must be contented 
with an official accountant, who is by no means certain 
to be fit tor the work in a case requiring special skill, 
and to pay him according to a scale of official ¢ 
which materially lighten dividends. In Hennett’s case, 
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which was the bankruptcy in question in the suit of 
Pooley v. Quilter, the firm of Messrs. Quilter & Ball 
had been the accountants of the bankrupt before the 
bankruptcy; and on Mr. Quilter becoming one of the 
assignees, his partner, Mr. Ball, was appointed “ offi- 
cial accountant,” and received £1,000 out of the estate 
for his services in that capacity. We offer no comment 
on this fact. That such a state of things should exist, 
and that the creditors should have no remedy or redress, 
affords a practical suggestion that may be useful to our 
law reformers. If all the efforts made and promised in 
Parliament should result in nothing better than the 
abolition of official accountants, it would be a real boon 
to all creditors who have the misfortune to find the 
Court of Bankruptcy between them and their just de- 
mands. 


& = 
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LORD BROUGHAM’S NEW EVIDENCE BILL. 

One of the most striking proposals of Law Reform 
now before the Legislature is contained in Lord Broug- 
ham’s Bill, intituled, “* An Act for the further amend- 
ment of the Law of Evidence, as well in Criminal as in 
Civil Proceedings,” just presented to the House of Lords. 
The principal object of this Bill is, to enable persons on 
trial for treason, felony, or misdemeanour, or their 
wives or husbands, to give evidence on oath on behalf 
of the accused, subject to the test of cross-examination 
and to punishment for perjury. 

Both to the lawyer and to the layman this project of 
the veteran reformer seems at first sight a startling inno- 
vation, and yet it is but a logical carrying out of the prin- 
ciple originally applied, with some timidity and hesita- 
tion, in Lord Denman’s Evidence Act, and afterwards 
more boldly developed in the County Courts Acts and 
Lord Brougham’s of the 14 & 15 Vict. ¢. 99, which sub- 
stitutes for the arbitrary technical tests of exclusion of 
witnesses, on the ground of incompetency, the judgment 
of the proper tribunal on the credibility and weight 
of testimony formerly excluded. The consideration 
that a person accused of a crime is exposed to a very 
strong vg ee to commit perjury, in the hope of ex- 
onerating himself, is one which must necessarily expose 
such a person’s evidence to the strictest and minutest 
scrutiny, and render it almost valueless, unless corro- 
borated by otherwise proved facts, or by circumstantial 
probabilities. 

Still it so often happens that an accused party, 
cognizant of all the facts which might establish his 
innocence or qualify his guilt, is, from the nature of 
the case, unable to produce independent testimony to prove 
them ; that a very liberal latitude is almost universally 
accorded to prisoners in the statement of their defence, espe- 
cially when they are not represented by counsel ; and it very 
often happens that a tale having an air of probability, 
and being well told by a prisoner, though not supported 
by evidence, excites attention and doubt in the minds of 
a jury, and ultimately leads them to acquit the accused. 
Now, if a prisoner has a good defence, which he or his 
wife alone can prove, it seems a monstrous thing that he 
should be unable, of right, to set up that defence ; while, 
on the other hand, the danger of his imposing a false 
story upon the tribunal is reduced to a minimum by the 
test of cross-examination, which, of course, is made an 
incident to the right of being examined as a witness. 
The indefensible position of the existing law becomes 
most manifest when it is remembered that in cases which 
may be made the subject either of civil or criminal pro- 
ceedings, the defendant in the civil action may have a 
right to save himself from an adverse verdict by his own 
evidence ; whereas if he be accused on an indictment he 
has no power to use similar means to avert the more 
serious consequences of a criminal conviction. While 
the proposed change of the law, therefore, will be an 
imvaluable advantage to the falsely or incautiously 
accused, there seems but little reason to fear that it will be 
the means of securing impunity to the really guilty. 








The power of cross-examination which the accused, by 
tendering his own evidence, will place in the hands of 
the prosecutor, will far more than counterbalance the 
dishonest gain which a guilty man may hope to derive from 
his own perjured testimony, and will thereby materially 
conduce to the ends of justice in a way which the scru- 
pulous and jealous—sometimes Quixotic—delicacy of 
our English system of criminal procedure does not 
otherwise tolerate. It is wisely, indeed necessarily, 
provided in the Bill, that an accused person tendering 
himself as a witness, and subjecting himself thereby 
to cross-examination, shall not be protected by the 
rule which bestows on a witness the privilege of refusing 
to answer questions, the answers to which might tend to 
degrade or criminate him. Now, although we cannot help 
acknowledging that our ordinary practice in criminal 
cases evinces a somewhat puerile timidity, and an almost 
morbid tendency to strain technicalities to the exclusion 
of truth, for the protection of delinquents, we certainly 
have no desire to see the system generally prevalent on 
the Continent, by which accused persons are subjected to 
a vigorous compulsory interrogatory, introduced into 
our administration of criminal law. The error of the 
English system is on the safe side; and the adoption of 
the foreign mode of proceeding might open the door to 
practices revolting to our wholesome, though perhaps 
crude, English notions of justice and fair play; and if 
we thought that this Bill of Lord Brougham’s was likely 
to afford the slightest opportunity for entrapping inno- 
cent persons, we should award to it our most hearty 
denunciation. But we do not see why an innocent 
person need fear to be prejudiced by any such cross-exa- 
mination as would be tolerated in an ordinary English 
tribunal. It would, of course, be impossible to grant to 
the accused the boon proposed to be conferred by this 
Bill without subjecting his evidence to that ordinary and 
necessary test of truth. But to prevent even a sem- 
blance of unfair play, we think it might be wise to insert 
a clause in the Bill rendering it imperative on the pre- 
siding judge to inform the accused that he may tender 
his own or his wife’s evidence; but warning him that 
such evidence will be subject to cross-examination, and 
to punishment for perjury. The Bill very properly 
proposes to give the Court power to stop such questions 
or answers tending to criminate or degrade a witness as 
it may consider irrelevant to the inquiry. 

There is a further provision in the Bill that no writing 
of a person offering himself as a witness in his own 
behalf shall be evidence, unless called for by the prose- 
cution; but such writing may be used by the witness to 
refresh his memory ; and if he be cross-examined as to 
previous statements made in writing, the cross-exami- 
nation must be conducted according to the rules laid 
down in the 24th section of the Common Law Proce- 
dure Act, 1854. So much for the provisions of the Bill 
with respect to criminal proceedings, on due consider- 
ation of which we are of opinion, on the whole, that 
they will really conduce—in the words of the preamble 
—to “the better administration of justice in criminal 
matters, both as regards the conviction of offenders and 
the acquittal of persons not guilty.” 

One clause of the Bill applies equally to civil and 
criminal proceedings, namely, that which removes the 
protection hitherto granted to witnesses in the right of 
refusing to answer questions on the ground that the 
answers would tend to degrade or criminate them, or 
subject them to penalty, forfeiture, or ecclesiastical 
censure. This provision is certainly in harmony with 
the broader onl more enlightened principles of juris- 
rages which modern legislation is developing. The 
aw or practice on the subject, as it stands at present, 1s 
by no means remarkable for good sense. witness 
may always be asked a question te:.ding to Gegrate or 
criminate him, and the counsel who has called him has 
no right to warn him that he need not answer. The 
judge may give him a caution, but is not bound to do so. 
But if the witness, either spontancously or on the 
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judge’s warning, refuses to answer, the party against 
whom his evidence is given, or his counsel, may ask the 
jury to infer from such refusal that the witness dared 
not give an answer, and thus the effect of the privilege 
in the particular case is neutralised. The real defensible 

ound of the privilege, is that the witness should not be 
obliged to give evidence which might elsewhere, and for 
other purposes, be used against him; but Lord 
Brougham’s Bill makes an express provision that no 
answer to any such question shall be admissible in evi- 
dence in any proceeding against the witness, except in a 
prosecution for perjury assigned on such answer. On 
the whole, we are of opinion that this short Bill con- 
tains a most important and valuable, as well as a bold 
and interesting, instalment of Law Reform, not unworthy 
of the best days of its author. 


$< —__—_—__—_—_ 


Legal News. 


Some very important legal discussions have taken 
place in the House of Lords this week upon the rival 
projects of two learned ex-Chancellors, for amending and 
simplifying the law. Lord St. Leonards has two Bills 
before the House—one called the “ Transfer of Estate 
Simplification Bill,” and the other, the “Law of Pro- 
perty Amendment Bill "—and he explained, or, at least, 
stated the provisions of these measures on Tuesday week 
and Monday last; but the reports inform us, that he 
“was very indistinctly heard ;” and we should suppose 
they might with equal truth have added, that he was 
very insufficiently understood. Lord St. Leonards, to 
do him justice, possesses a real desire to inform the world, 
and he has written, as we all know, a ‘ Handy Book” 
with this very object; but, then, he labours under a 
perpetual incapacity to make allowance for the utter 
ignorance of our aa of real property law which un- 
fortunately pervades society, and for the extreme dis- 
relish with which an invitation to its study would pro- 
bably be received. ‘To suppose a layman of ordinary 
education and activity of mind to be likely to read the 
“Handy Book” in a railway carriage, when he has the 
alternative of going to sleep, appeared to us a singular 
delusion of the learned author. Nor do we think that the 
House of Lords could have listened with much interest or 
profit to the dry and technical exposition offered of the 
“Law of Property Amendment Bill,” however much the 
practice of assisting as “ other peers” at the judicial business 
of the House may have trained certain noble Lords to 
maintain an appearance of grave and patient listening to 
that which they neither hope nor wish to understand. 
But it must be owned that these Bills, and the speeches 
introducing them, possess for the professional reader a 
very high degree of merit. ‘To some of the provisions 
strong objections may, no doubt, be urged ; but others 
are directed to the remedy of universally admitted evils, 
and the whole are couched in clear and terse language, 
very different from the loose and slovenly verbiage which 
many draftsmen think good enough for Acts of Parlia- 
ment, and which is perhaps really good enough for the 
price paid for it. 

These two Bills will be accompanied into a select 
committee by two others—the “ ‘Transfer of Land Bill,” 
and the “ Tenants for Life, Trustees, &c., Bill "—which 
Lord Cranworth introduced to the House on ‘Tuesday 
night, in a speech better adapted than that of his learned 
tival to the comprehension alike of peers, of reporters, 
and of the public. One point, at any rate, will be 
understood as regards the first-named Bill, that it is 
proposed to sell estates by the machinery of the Court 
of Chancery, and this the Lord Chancellor thinks 
would bring a fatal unpopularity upon the scheme. It 
must be owned that Lord Chelmsford has some autho- 
rity to speak as an interpreter of the views of persons 
not familiar with his own Court. But, notwithstanding 
the popular dread of “ throwing estates into Chan- 











cery,” we apprehend it would be almost impossible, sup- 
posing the principle of this measure to be resolved upon, 
to devise any other machinery for carrying it out. It 
was not, therefore, out of season that Lord St. Leonards 
called attention to the fact that the time of the 
Chancery judges and their chief clerks is already 
fully ocecupied. If it were attempted to impose 
these new duties upon the Court, an immediate in- 
crease of its staff would be inevitable, and then the 
question would arise by whom the expense thus occa- 
sioned should be borne—by the nation or by the land- 
owners? We apprehend that the State is bound to 
provide the means of deciding disputes, but not of 
Investigating titles to, and conveying, estates. 

The promises of the new Government of law reforms 
after Easter are of gigantic, but rather indistinct, pro- 
portions. ‘To deal with the law of bankruptcy and in- 
solvency, the transfer of land, and the consolidation of 
existing, and improvement in the structure of future 
statutes—these three tasks seem beyond the strength 
of any ministry, however capable, and resolute, and 
popular, in part of a single session. But the present 
Government have some other paramount duties. They 
have to produce and carry their budget ; to pass an 
India Bill ; and, above all, they have to keep in. It is 
probable that these pressing cares will leave them no 
leisure during the current session to attempt what 
otherwise wonld certainly be their best policy—to 
endeavour to gain the national confidence by complete 
and judicious law reforms. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 
In ve J. Meldinan—Mar. 19. 

It appears that the bankrupt, who acted as agent for Messrs. 
Oliver & Co., of Nottingham, effected sales for them to the 
amount of about £120,000, and commenced a practice of selling 
goods for cash ata lower price than authorised, to conceal which 
false sale sheets were returned to Oliver & Co. He sold to 
Messrs. Morrison, Dillon, & Co., for 2462. Os. 7d. several par- 
cels of coods, which he returned to Oliver & Co. as having been 
sold for 4197. 2s.4$d. Some explanation was desirable from 
wholesale houses for thus buying goods at such prices. The 
losses of Messrs. Oliver & Co. upon goods thus > 
amounted to more than £3,000. An adjournment was ordered 
to admit of further investigation. 






(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBURY.) 
In ve Gustavus Sichel—Mar. 22. 


The bankrupt wasa general merchant and commission agent, 


| of 27, New Broad-street, City. 


His Honour remarked that the bankrupt had “ turned over,” 
as it was called, no less than £1,200,000 in one year and seven 
months, and ended with £800 of furniture, and certain bills 
estimated to realise £4,800. He owed to creditors £43,283, 
and to creditors helding security, £78,288, including £58,000 
held by two brothers, His beoks had been very imperfectly 
kept. He was opposed by Mr. Slater, for Morrison, Dillon, & 
Co., on the ground of having bought to the amount of £1,600 
about eight weeks before he petitioned the Court. The issuing 
of the certificate would be suspended for nine months, and for 
three months more with regard to the opposition of Messrs. 
Morrison & Co. 

The bankrupt states that the above sum of £1,200,000 in- 
cludes the whole of the liquidation of the late A. S. Sichel’s 
estate, which was in his management. 


(Before Mr. Commissioner FONBLANQUE.) 
In re Seruby— Mar. 24. 

The bankrupt, a grocer and tallow-chandler, of Bishop's 
Stortford, applied tor his certificate. 

Mr. Harrison, tor the assignees, said, that one charge against 
the bankrupt was, that he had transactions with one Bowker, 
an attorney, to whom he had paid 60 per cent. for borrowed 
money, 

Mr, Lawrance submitted that no cause for a suspension of cer- 
tifieate had been made out. ‘The opposition was mainly at the 
instance of the money-lending attorney, of whom hanourable 
mention had been made, who had charged an interest of 60 per 
cent, 
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The CosmiussionER.— What are the law costs of £76 for ? 
Ave they incident to the discounting ? 

Mr. Lawrance said, these costs were for debts got in for the 
bankrupt, by the same attorney, Mr. Bowker. 

The Comsnssioner.—We generally find that a long law bill 
is an incident of those discount transactions. 

Mr. Lawrance.—Where an attorney embarks in this discredit- 
able course of business, we generally find that he contrives to 
hang on bills of costs to his discounting transactions. But 
there seems to be a sort of retributive justice in those cases; 
for, whenever one of those bill-discounting attorneys has ap- 
peared here, it has been generally found that he has lost more 
than he has gained. 

The CommissionER.—I am very giad to hear it. 

Mr. Lawrance——As I have said before, I wish such trans- 
actions on the part of members of the profession were made 


1. 

The Commiss1oneR.—I need scarcely say, that I look at the 
item of interest and discount in this case with great jealousy 
and great displeasure; but, taking into consideration all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, the bankrupt may have a second-class 
certificate. 





HOME CIRCUIT. 
(Before Mr. Justice ERLE.) 
Marpstoxe.—Brown v. Sargeant, Clerk §c.—Mar. 18. 

This was an action brought by the plaintiff, a baker at 
Woolwich, against the defendant, the clerk to the Local Board 
of Health of that town, for flooding the plaintiff's premises and 
damaging several sacks of flour and other property therein. 
This flooding was caused by the bursting of the man-hole of 
one of the sewers after a violent storm. 

The Local Board of Health had expended about £20,000 
in laying down new sewers, and these discharged into an old 
one, by which the sewage was conveyed into the river Thames; 
but this old sewer was smaller at its outlet than the other 
sewers which discharged into it, and so was insufficient for its 
purpose. 

The defendant contended, 1st, that the Local Board of 
Health was not liable, on the ground that the damage was 
occasioned by an unusually violent storm and was the act of 
God; and, 2ndly, that the sewers were well and properly con- 
structed; and the engineer who planned the new system of 
drainage was called as a witness, but it turned out that he was 
not previously aware of the outlet into the Thames being so 
amall as it really was. 

Er.ez, J., in summing up, said that there was nothing to 
show that the storm was of so unusual and extraordinary a 
character as to do away with the liability of the defendant, in 
the event of the jury being of opinion that the sewers were im- 
perfectly or defectively constructed; and he left that question to 
them. 

The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff. 

It had been agreed that the question of liability ouly should 
be submitted to the jury, and the amount of damages, if the 
verdict should be for the plaintiff, ascertained by an arbitrator. 





Lewes.—Keg. v. Rooke.—Mar. 24. 

An indictment under the 14 & 15 Vict. c. 19, s. 7, for felo- 
niously, wilfully, and maliciously throwing a missile against a 
certain carriage upon the London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway, with intent thereby then to endanger the safety of one 
Mr. Neale, then being in the said carriage. 

Mr. Creasy was counsel for the prosecution; Mr. Serjeant 
Parry and Mr. Roupell for the prisoner. 

It appeared in evidence that Mr. Neale had been to Lewes 
the day before the alleged offence took piace, to attend the 
funeral of 2 young lady; that considerable excitement prevailed 
on the occasion, in consequence of the unusual character of the 
faneral; that Mr. Neale himself was in some danger of violence 
at the hands of the mob; and that notwithstanding he expressed 
his intention of returning to Lewes the following day, and ac- 
cordingly did #. As he was leaving Lewes after his second 
visit a great number of people congregated round about the 
railway station, and some fifty or sixty found their way on to 
the platform, shouting and hooting at Mr. Neale; and it was 
after he had taken his seat, and just as the train began to move, 
that 2 missile, 4 smal) portion of brick, was thrown by the pri- 
somer at Mr. Neale, who presented himself in a defiant manner 
at the window of the carriage. The missile struck the car- 

¢ 4 little above the window. 
exjeant Parry sulnnitted that no offence had been proved 
within the meaning of the Act of Parliament and the terms of 





the indictment. The Act was intended to provide for offences 
calculated to interfere with the safe progress of the train, and 
the consequent danger to the passengers; but the evidence 
showed that, even admitting that the prisoner's was the hand 
which threw the missile, the object was to commit an assault 
upon an individual person, and not to endanger the safe pro- 
gress of the train. 

Erz, J—I think nothing would be an offence within the 
statute unless it tended to endanger some person travelling in 
the train, and cause him serious injury in the nature.of grievous 
bodily harm. The punishment awarded is transportation for 
life, and that seems to my mind to indicate that a tendency to 
cause a very serious injury was contemplated. He then retired 
to consult Williams, J.,as to the construction of the statute, and 
on his return said that his learned brother agreed with him as 
to the nature of the injury contemplated by the statute, and 
further, that they were both of opinion that it was for the jury 
to say whether the missile thrown was calculated to cause such 
an injury. 

Serjeant Parry then addressed the jury for the prisoner; and, 
after the summing up by the judge, they returned a verdict of 
Not Guilty. 

There was another indictment against the prisoner for the 
same act for a misdemeanour under 3 & 4 Vict.c. 97, 5. 15, and 
Mr. Creasy, on the part of the prosecution, said, that unless he 
was directed by his Lordship,he should not prove the same facts 
over again. 

Erxx, J.—I do not think I can direct you to proceed with 
the second indictment; when facts have once been submitted to 
a jury to establish a more serious charge, and an acquittal has 
followed, the ends of justice do not necessarily require that the 
same facts should be again presented to them to make outa 
minor offence. 

Accordingly, no evidence was offered, and a verdict of Not 
Guilty was taken upon the second indictment. 





MIDLAND CIRCUIT.—Warwicx. 
(Before Lord CAMPBELL and a Special Jury.) 
Betts v. Clifford— Mar. 22. 


In the course of his summing-up in this case, Lord Camp- 
BELL noticed that a scientific witness having asked his opinion 
as to whether he was bound to attend, upon being served with 
a subpoena, he would say that a scientific witness was not bound 
to attend, and ought not to be subpoenaed, If he knew any 
question of fact, he might be compelled to attend; but her 
Majesty’s subjects were not compellable to give their attendancc 
to speak upon matters of opinion. 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Yorx. 
(Before Mr. Baron Martin and a Special Jury.) 
Wake vy. North Eastern Railway Company.—Mar. 18. 


Mr. Atherton, Q.C., and Mr. Unthank, were for the plaintiff ; 
and Mr. Hill, Q.C.. and Mr. Manisty, Q.C., were for the de- 
fendants. 

The plaintiff, Mr. Charles T. Wake, was for several years 4 
clerk in the office of Messrs. Robinson & Atkinson, of Hull, 
solicitors, and at the time of the accident which occasioned this 
action he was serving the last three months of his articles with 
that firm. On the 26th of July last the plaintiff was a second- 
class passenger from Hull to Cottingham. He had taken 
lodgings at the latter place for the purpose of pursuing his 
studies with less interruption. The passenger train was run 
into by a goods train, and the plaintiff received a fracture of 
the right leg, and a dislocation of the ankle of the same limb, 
and other serious injuries along the whole length of that mem- 
ber. Competent medical gentlemen were called in, and the 
bones were re-set. Unfortunately, however, inflammation and 
mortification supervened, and it was found necessary to ampu- 
tate the injured limb. In addition to the pain the plaintiff had 
suffered, he was for a considerable time confined to his home, 
and was unable to proceed to London for the purpose of pass. 
ing his examination. The question was whether, having regard 
to the age, the position, and profession of the plaintiff, having 
regard to the pain which he had experienced, and to the deplo- 
rable loss which he had orerhn w sum of £1,200, which 
had been paid into court, was a reasonable compensation. ‘The 
expenses to which the plaintiff bad been put amounted to be- 
tween £200 and £300, ’ 

The jury found for the plaintiff —damages £600 exclusive of 
what had Loon paid in 
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ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES IN CRIMINAL 
PROSECUTIONS. 

“ An Articled Clerk ” thus describes in the Times the appli- 
cation of the new scale to his own case :— 

“T was subpoenaed to give evidence on behalf of the Crown at 
the late assizes at Bury St. Edmund’s in a case of perjury, and 
attended there for that purpose the whole of last Friday, Satur- 
day, and yesterday, when the case was heard, but not till so late 
that I could not return home last night. The prisoner was 
convicted, and sentenced to twelve months imprisonment. My 
expenses were as follows :—Dinner, three days, 8s. 6d.; break- 
fast, two days, 4s.; bed, two nights, 10s.; tea, 1s.; waiter, 1s.; 
chambermaid, 1s.; boots, 6d.; railway fare, 9s. 9d.: altogether, 
11. 15s. 9d. The handsome remuneration which the Crown 
allowed me was 3s. 6d. a day, for five days; 2s. 6d. a night, for 
four nights; and mileage 4s. 8d.; amounting altogether to 
11. 12s. 2d. Being but about fourteen miles from Bury, I came 
home on the Saturday evening, and returned on the Monday 
morning. I also breakfasted two mornings at home. Thus, it 
will be seen, I was as economical as possible, and yet I am 
3s. 6d. out of pocket in money, and get not one halfpenny for 
my lossof time. Had I been obliged to stop in Bury the whole 
time I should have been still worse off. I was not allowed a 
halfpenny more than two labourer’s daughters, witnesses in the 
same case, who could, of course, live much cheaper than I could.” 


The grand jury of the city of Norwich have presented :— 
* That the new scale of fees to witnesses is inadequate, and cal- 
culated to interfere with the bringing offenders to justice; and 
it is the opinion of the grand jury that the whole subject should 
be carefully reconsidered.” 





BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY LAWS. 


A petition on this subject was presented to the House of 
Commons by the Attorney-General, on the 25th inst. It bears 
the signatures of numerous eminent firms, bankers, warehouse- 
men, merchants, manufacturers, &e., in the city of London. 

It solicits attention to the defective state of the laws relating 
to bankruptcy and insolvency, and their incompetency to meet 
the exigencies of the commercial community; and to the fuet 
that no legislative protection is afforded to the system of liqui- 
dation under inspection of a trader’s debts, and that such system 
has lately been extensively adopted and found to work benefi- 
cially both to debtors and creditors, 

The petitioners believe that if the proceedings in bankruptcy 
and insolvency were to be assimilated, it would be a great pub- 
lic benefit, the diversity in the existing laws being both inex- 
pedient and unjust. They submit that the Commissioners of 
Bankruptcy and Insolvency have no power to award an ade- 
quate punishment to fraudulent debtors, and the most flagrant 
cases of fraud have lately come before the courts, and the 
offenders escaped almost with impunity. They suggest that 
the Commissioners should in future be empowered to award the 
punishment of imprisonment in a. House of Correction for a 
considerable period, to all persons brought before them who 
have been guilty of fraud, mutilation, or falsification of books. 

They solicit attention to the mode of payment of official 
assignees and other officers attached to these courts under the 
present system, viz. by fees; and suggest that such officers 
should for the future be paid by fixed salaries, and thus many 
oppressive charges now paid by suitors might either be abolished 
or greatly diminished. 

The House is prayed to amend the bankruptcy and insol- 
vency laws, by affording legislative protection to the system of 
liquidation under inspection of a trader's debts; by assimilating 
the proceedings in bankruptey and insolvency; by investing 
the Commissioners of those courts with power to award im- 
prisonment.in the House of Correction, to bankrupts whe have 
ben guilty of fraud, mutilation, or falsitication of beoks or 
accounts; and by abolishing:the system of payment to official 
assignees and other officers by. fees, and directing them to be 
paid a fixed salary out of the Consolidated Fund, so as to di- 
minish the fees now paid by suitors. 





THE CHANCELLORSHIP OF LORD CRANWORTH. 
(From. The Saturday Review.) 

Lord Cranworth’s chancellorship curiously illustrates the 
false position of a legislator condemned to do something, but 
determined to hazard nothing. Fis most memorable coutriv- 
ance was Lord Wensleydale’s peerage for lif—a device which 
doubtless commended itself to him as not being a novelty, but 
which turned out on consideration to be the most extravagant 
of innovations, Next to peerages for life, the ex-Chancellor 





showed himself attached to Consolidation Bills, which seemed 
in his eyes to have the merit of re-stating, without altering,, 
the statute law. But when the consolidators got some way 
on-with their work, they found that the texts of many old 
statutes were, in fact, indistinguishable from the rules of the 
common law, and for the codification of the common law Lord 
Cranworth had the horror natural in a British judge. The 
Chancellor's project was, therefore, shipwrecked on his. own 
prejudices; but minds of another cast would probably have 
discerned in it fatal vices of another sort. It is a boon to the 
public to have the statute law consolidated, simply because 
everything which clears away intricacy and obscurity is a 
boon; but, for all that, a Consolidation Billis a juristical absur- 
dity. English statutes have hitherto been framed on the system 
which has been curtly described as cutting a hole in your shoe 
wherever it pinched. Whenever the result of a particular 
principle has been found to be inconvenient, or has been dis- 
credited by the better knowledge of an advancing civilisation, 
an Act of Parliament has been passed to alter the result; bat 
it has been thought profanity to touch the principle from. which 
the results followed. This process—of saving the principle, 
but altering its applications—has gone on so long and so stea- 
dily, that a large-part of English jurisprudence has got into the 
state pleasantly and not unfairly described by a recent writer, 
who compares our law to a general prohibition against using 
the ten digits, followed by separate permissions to use the 
figures 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,9. An English statute is, there- 
fore, nearly universally, an enactment which assumes (without 
naming) certain legal principles, and then proceeds either to 
forbid that they shall be applied in certain cases, or else to give 
them an application different from that to which the ordinary 
methods of legal reasoning would conduct. A Consolidation 
Act is, of course, only a classified collection of these statutes. 
It is a code of negation—more convenient, certainly, than the 
chaos which it supersedes, but still a standing reproach to the 
legal system of which it ferms part. It is vain to expect 
that any law reform worthy of the name will be effected in 
England till we have 2 class of law reformers skilful enough, 
and bold enough, to deal with principles, instead of merely 
tampering with results. It is equally idle to anticipate that. we 
shall have such a elass till it is created by improvements in the 
education of our lawyers. Legal education consists at present 
in simply pitchforking cases on to the pupil's memory; but, 
even if this were not so, it is most difficult for a lawyer whe is 
familiar with only one body of jurisprudence to revise the first 
principles on which it is fonnded. ‘The undertakiug is some- 
thing like the German feat of evolving phenomena out of one’s 
own self-consciousness. But there are modes of simplifying it, 
and the chief of them is the study of comparative jurispru- 
dence. It happens that the literature of law on the Continent 
is nearly exclusively divected to the consideration of first prin- 
ciples; and perhaps there is but one class of men in the world 
who would cally deny that they have anything to learn from 
the inquiries of 21] Europe into a particular department of 
thought. —- 











During the hearing ef a civil cause at Durham Assizes last 
week, Mr. Joseph Addison, one of the oldest members of the 
Northern Cireait, was examining a witne n behalf of the 
defendant; he concluded by asking if the w belt 
defendant capable of writing a certain lette 
cause of action). This caused an inveluntary “ Oh” amongst 
his brethren, and occasioned Baren Martin to remark, * You 
must know, Mr. Addison, you cannet put such a question to the 
witness.” My. A.: “ f doe know now, because your Lordship 
has told me.” Baron Martin: “ Nonsense, Mr. Addison, 1 
should think vou knew that long before Twas bern!" This 
sally of the worthy baren raised a burst of laughter at the bar, 
and silenced the eged barrister.— Veweastle ¢ 










sed fem, 








On the 22nd inst, a very numerous deputation of members 
of Parliament and coveners waited upon the Right Hon. S. 
Walpole. The deputation included Earl Grosvenor, M.P. 
Lord H. Vane, M.P., Mr. Cobbett, M.P., Mr. Headlam, M.P., 
Mr. Wakley, My. Baker, Mr. Carttar, Mr. Lewis, and other 
coroners from different parts of the country. Mr. Cobbett, 
M.P., introduced the deputation, and stated that in the West 
Riding of Yorkshire the magistrates had to a great extent 
abrogated the office of coroner, In 1852 a comnittee of the 
House of Conumons sat, but were prevented from completing 
their tusk by a dissolution of Parliament. Mr. Walpole ad 
mitted the state of the low to be bad, and said, he would reeem- 
mend the re-appointment of the committee, and givo it every 
support. ‘The deputation then withdrew, 

The first meeting in the matter of the winding-up of te 
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London and Eastern Banking Corporation was held, on the 
24th inst., at the chambers of Vice-Chancellor Wood. Messrs. 
Burchell appeared as solicitors for Messrs. Stuart and Ball, the 
official managers; and Messrs. Linklater, Gray § Woodcock, 
and Voss, and others, for various shareholders. The official 
manager was not ina position to state what amount of call 
would be required from the shareholders to defray the debts, 
until he had ascertained, and this would be in a few weeks, the 
exact gap that existed between the liabilities and assets of the 
bank. Complaints were made that Mr. Stephens, the secretary, 
had induced shareholders, by false and fraudulent representa- 
tions, to take shares, when the concern was known to the di- 
rectors to be hopelessly insolvent. 

A further dividend of half-a-crown in the pound will be paid 
to the creditors of the Royal British Bank on the 29th and two 
following days of the month, out of the funds in the Court of 
Chancery; and at the same time there will be a dividend of 
2s. under the bankruptcy, making a total dividend of 12s. 6d. 
in the pound. 

ae 


The French Tribunals. 


A question as tothe validity of a marriage between a French- 
man and an Englishwoman has been lately discussed before 
the Civil Tribunal of Boulogne-sur-Mer. The plaintiffs were 
the Marquisand Marquise de Boussigny de Coupigny, whoapplied 
to the Court for the annulment of a marriage contracted by their 
son, M. Albert de Boussigny de Coupigny, with an English lady, 
Miss Baron. The counsel for the plaintiffs stated that the 
young gentleman had. in Juiy last, without the knowledge of 
his parents, married the lady at Folkestone. The family of 
the lady, who had been living at Boulogne, had first gone to 
Dover for the purpose of having the ceremony performed, and, 
on the registrar of that town refusing to sanction it, they had 
proceeded to Folkestone, where it had taken place without any 
previous publication, or any of the ordinary formalities. The 
consul at that place had legalised the signatures of the parties, 
who afterwards returned to France, without the family of the 
bridegroom being at all aware of what had taken place. The 
families kept up the same relations with each other as had 
previously existed, and there was nothing to indicate what 
had occurred. When at length the parents of the bridegroom 
heard of what had occurred, they immediately applied for the 
intervention of the law. Counsel then explained at some length 
the difference which existed in the French and English laws on 
the subject of marriage, and contended that as the union had 
taken place without the consent of the parents of the gentle- 
man, and without the observance of any of the formalities 
required by the French law, the marriage could not be con- 
sidered valid. M. Henry, the counsel for the lady, strongly 
supported the validity, the marriage having been contracted 
openly, and not, therefore, coming under the appellation of a 
clandestine act. The fact of the signature of the parties being 
attested by the French consul at Folkestone was, he contended, 
a sufficient proof of the validity of the union, and he could not 
fora moment bring himself to suppose that the Court would 
entertain the demand for the annulment. He could, he said, 
imagine a case in which a noble family might seek to break a 
marriage contracted by one of its members with a person far 
below him in rank, but such not being the case in the present 
instance, he confidently relied on the application being dis- 
missed. The Court declared, that, as the manner in which the 
marriage had taken place at Folkestone was evidently of a 
clandestine character, and intended to leave the Marquis and 
Marquise de Coupigny in complete ignorance of what was 
about to take place; and as it was, besides, designed to allow 
the said Albert de Coupigny and Mary Ann Baron to withdraw 
themselves from the requirements of the French law, the mar- 
riage was declared of no effect, and Miss Baron interdicted to 
call herself the wife of the said Viscount de Coupigny, under 
a penalty of 50 francs fine for each contravention. 





A case of considerable interest to apothecaries and druggists 
has been recently submitted to the Court of Cassation. In 
the course of last year the apothecaries of Angouléme (as 
stated at the time) caused Dr. Moreau, who practises the 
homeopathic system of medicine in that city, to be prosecuted 
before the Tribunal of Correctional Police, for having himself 
provided for his patients the globules which he prescribed, 
thereby violating the law of the 21 Germinal, An. XL, which 
accords to regularly licensed apothecaries the exclusive right of 
preparing and selling medicines. But the Tribunal rejected 








the case. The apothecaries appealed to the Imperial Court of 
Bordeaux against that decision; but the Court confirmed it, on 
the ground that the homeopathic system of medicine being en- 
tirely new, and employing infinitesimally small medicines, 
which do not figure in ordinary pharmacopzias, does not fall 
within the operation of the law in question; and that, conse- 
quently, homeeopaths can prepare and sell their own medicines, 
The Court of Cassation, being appealed to, quashed this decision 
as bad in law, and sent the cause before the Court of Poitiers, 
That tribunal, however, for the reasons stated by the Court of 
Bordeaux, and for others of a more technical nature, gave judg- 
ment against the apothecaries. Under these circumstances a 
new appeal was presented to the Court of Cassation, which was 
argued at great length. The Court once again decided that 
homeopaths cannot make up and sell medicines, and quashed 
the judgment of the Court of Poitiers. 


A company in shares, with a capital of 1,500,000 francs, 
called the “ Société Centrale des Manutensions de France,” was 
formed in August last, by M. Bergerre, a retired notary, and he 
entered into an arrangement with MM. Rodier, Gilbert, & Co., 
by which he undertook to secure to them, under the name of 
“commission” and “expenses of publicity,” 125,000 francs, on 
condition of their subscribing for 1,000 shares, and using their in- 
fluence to have the remainder subscribed for. Now, by the 
law of 17th July, 1856, on companies en commandite, MM. 
Rodier, Gilbert, & Co., ought to have paid at once 125,000 
francs, as one-fourth of the value of the shares which they had 
subscribed for; but they were relieved from this payment, and 
it was agreed that the 125,000 francs for commission, &c., 
should be taken for it. Some misunderstanding subsequently 
arose between the parties, and ultimately MM. Rodier 
& Co. brought an action before the Tribunal of Commerce to 
have the company declared null and void, on the ground that 
the enactment of the law of July, 1856, that no company shall 
be considered constituted until each shareholder shall have paid 
at least one-fourth of the shares subscribed for by him, had 
been eluded. M. Bergerre maintained that the transaction in 
question was perfectly regular, and that even if it were not, it 
mattered little, since the shareholders had paid up more than 
one-fourth of the total capital of the company, which was all 
the law required. But the tribunal decided that the company 
must be considered as null and void. 


The Court of Assizes of Lyons was lately occupied with the 
following extraordinary case:—A Piedmontese, named Bozzo, 
was indicted for an attempt to murder by means of an infernal 
machine. This man, it appeared, was a commissionaire and 
shoeblack, occupying a station at the corner of the Rue Bour- 
bon and the Place Bellecour, in Lyons; and between him and 
another commissionaire, named Chapelle, who was stationed on 
the opposite side of the street, a mortal hatred, caused by rivalry 
in trade, had long existed, and led to frequent quarrels, In the 
evening of November 17, a little boy took to Chapelle a box, 
wrapped up in paper, and bearing the address, “ Pierre Cha- 
pelle.” In answer to questions put to him, the boy said that he 
could not tell the name of the person who had given him the 
box, but he was a commissionaire, and taking Chapelle a short 
distance down the street, he pointed out to him Bozzo as the 
man. Chapelle asked Bozzo from whom the box came, and 
that person answered, that it had been given to him by a person 
whom he did not know to deliver; but that, in consequence 
of the ill-feeling between him and Chapelle, he had sent it by 
the boy. Chapelle thought the box contained some little 
presents for one of his children, sent by the boy's godfather, 
and he took it home. He proceeded to unlock it by means 
of a key attached to it; and his son, aged five, and his wife, 
holding a younger child, a girl aged sixteen months, in her 
arms, stood on the opposite side of the table. ‘The moment he 
raised the lid a loud explosion was heard, and a lamp which 
stood on the table wasextinguished. ‘The woman and the two chil- 
dren shrieked in terror, and the neighbours came hurrying in 
with lights. The boy had one of his hands covered with blood; 
the girl her face blackened and burnt as with gunpowder. It 
turned out that the box contained two pistols, one still heavily 
loaded with shot, the other having gone off ; and that some of 
the shot of the latter had wounded tho boy in the wrist, the 
hand, and different parts of his person, but fortunately not 
seriously; a6 to the girl, none of the projectiles bad hit her, but 
some grains of gunpowder had lodged above her right eyebrow. 
A number of slugs and grains of shot were scattered about the 
room. The commissary.of police having beon called in, he saw 
that a string had been tied to the triggers of the peg in such 
a way as to cause them to explode on raising the lid of the box, 
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and that it was by the merest chance that the second pistol had 
not gone off ; he saw also that from the manner in which the 
pistols were placed it was a perfect miracle that the charge of 
the pistol which went off had not lodged in the body of the 
person opening the box. He at once arrested Bozzo, and that man 
repeated his foolish story as to the box having been given him 
by a stranger to deliver. When before the Court, the prisoner 
made vague declarations of his innocence, but the jury declared 
him guilty, though with extenuating circumstances, and the 
Court sentenced him to hard labour for life. 


a —~<- - - -_ 
Recent Becisions in Chancery. 


PRACTICE—SUMMONS-SUIT— A DMINISTRATION—W ILFUL 
DEFAULT. 
Partington v. Reynolds, 6 W. R. 388. 

In our observations on the cases of Mirehouse v. Herbert (5 
W. R. 583),* and Sleight v. Lawson (5 W. R. 589),f we noticed 
the leading decisions on the rule of pleading which affects 
charges of, or inquiries as to, wilful default against executors, 
or administrators, and trustees. The result of these autho- 
rities as to the practice before the Amendment Act and Orders 
of 1852, may be shortly stated thus:—First, wilful default must 
not only be alleged in the bill, but must to some extent be 
proved at the hearing; secondly, a general or inferential alle- 
gation is insufficient, though possibly, if there is evidence of 
particular acts of wilful default at the hearing, there might be 
an inquiry as to wilful default on “further directions "—the 
order at the hearing having been shaped witi that view; thirdly, 
where the bill contains specific allegations, but the evidence is 
sufficient only to support a decree for common account, even 
though it should become apparent on taking the accounts that 
the defendants have been guilty of wilful default, such an in- 
quiry will not be ordered on further directions. In Mirehouse 
v. Herbert, Stuart, V.C., was of opinion that the Act and Orders 
of 1852 had the effect of introducing a very different rule in all 
such cases; that, under the present practice, ina common admi- 
nistration suit, if during the progress of the suit, an ordinary 
decree having been made at the hearing, it appeared that an 
executor or trustee had been guilty of any misconduct, the 
judge in chambers might model the decree “so as to meet the 
Justice of the case.” ‘The decision of Wood, V. C., however, in 
Sleight v. Lawson, did not recognise this alteration in the prac- 
tice. On the contrary, in his judgment in that case, he strongly 
adhered to the rule laid down by Lord Eldon—viz, that you 
must not only allege a case of wilful default, and pray for such 
an inquiry, but that you must prove at least one act of wilful 
default. Indeed, his Honour in that case went the length of 
saying, that the allegations in the bill ought to have pointed at 
particular items in which the executors were said at the hearing 
to have committed wilful default. In Partington v. Reynolds, 
Kindersley, V. C., takes the same view as Wood, V.C., expressed 
in Sleight v. Lawson, ‘The ordinary decree had been made 
on the original administration summons, directing the usual 
accounts; after which, the plaintiff took out another summons, 
asking, by way of addition to that decree, a direction for an 
account of those moneys which, but for the defendant's wilful 
neglect or default he might have received. Upon adjournment ot 
the case into court, it was argued for the plaintiff that the judge 
in chambers had power to do what was asked, under the 20th 
of the Orders of 16th October, 1852, by which he is empowered, 
in suits instituted at chambers, if he should think that further 
accounts should be taken, or further inquiries made, to order the 
same to be taken or made. His Honour, in his judgment, after 
reviewing the state of the law before 1852 on the subject of 
suits against executors, said, that the question was, whether, 
under that order, the judge in chambers, in prosecuting a 
decree, could direct further accounts and inquiries inconsistent 
with the principle of the decree? — He was of opinion that the 
order applied, not only to suits instituted at chambers, but to 
all suits, whether commenced by bill, claim, or summons; and, 
if so, according to the plaintiff's contention,in any administration 
suit, whatever decree might have been made at the hearing, the 
Judge at chambers could vary or add to the decree, just as if a 
supplemental bill,in the nature of a bill of review, had been filed, 
and « wholly new decree was sought by the plaintiff He 
might, in fict, sitting in chambers, to all intents reverse a decree 
which he made in chambers, or even in court. The Vieo-Chan- 
cellor referred to the fact of his differing in opinion from one of 
his learned colleagues on the question how fir the order of 
October, 1852, altered the old rules of the Court as to suits 


* 1 Sol, J, 408, t Id, 558, 

















against executors and trustees. We presume that his Hon°Ur 
pointed at the decision of Stuart, V.C., in Mirehouse v. Herbert, 
and also, probably, at the decision of the same learned judge 1 
Brooker v. Brooker (5 W. R. 382). Kindersley, V.C., further 
mentioned that he had inquired into the course pursued by tw® 
other judges, and that it coincided with his own. 

There appears to be no question that the only decree which 
can be taken on original summons against an executor or ad- 
ministrator is a common decree for account; and it cannot be 
supposed that the order of October, 1852, was intended to give 
the judge at chambers power to reverse or alter decrees made in 
all suits, however instituted. If, therefore, he had such a 
power in suits by summons only, it would follow that whenever 
a plaintiff wanted to make out a case of wilful default, he 
should never file a bill, but issue a summons, and shape the 
suit according to the information supplied in its progress by the 
defendant himself. ‘The inconvenience and hardship of such a 
mode of proceeding upon executors and administrators is suf- 
ficiently obvious. 

Stuart, V.C., has always been disposed to interpret the 
provisions of the Act and Orders of 1852, relative to suits insti- 
tuted at chambers, as if they had all the attributes of ordinary 
suits, and as if the judges had as much power in making 
decrees and interlocutory orders in summons-suits, as they have 
in other suits. Brooker vy. Brooker was a suit instituted at 
chambers, and there was a common administration decree 
against an administratrix. In taking the accounts, it appeared 
that they were falsified, whereupon one of the next of kin 
of the intestate filed a bill praying for a receiver and 
an injunction. The plaintiff in the summons-suit at the 
same time moved for similar relief, without filing a bill. Both 
motions coming on together, and there being no question that 
the relief ought to be granted, Stwart, V.C., did not think it 
necessary to decide whether he could have made the order in 
the summons-suit only; as he considered that under the cir- 
cumstances the bill was properly tiled. He, therefore, escaped 
the difliculty by intituling the order in both suits. His judg- 
ment, however, contains a strong intimation of his opinion that, 
under the Act and Orders of 1852, he could have appointed a 
receiver and granted an injunction upon an application at 
chambers in the summons-suit. In JVJutter v. Hudson (2 Jur., 
N. S., 34), which was also an administration suit instituted at 
chambers, it being suggested, after decree, that the executor 
had let his testator'’s leaseholds at a less rent than they were 
worth, his Honour granted an inquiry whether the leases were 
proper and at adequate rents, and whether steps ought to be 
tuken against the lessees or the executor. In such a case, he 
was of opinion that a suggestion was a sufficient basis for the 
inquiry, and that there need not be, nor ought there to be, evi- 
dence to prove or disprove that such an inquiry should be 
directed. “I conceive,” said his Honour, “the scope 
of the order of October, 1852, to have been that in- 
asmuch as, without formal pleadings, a suitor may have an 
estate administered, upon any reasonable suggestion which would 
justify the inquiry, or any fact reasonably apparent on the pro- 
ceedings, without the expense of formal evidence, aud the ex- 
pense of discussing formal evidence, the judge should have 
ample power to direct any further account, or any further in- 
quiry, that might seem to him necessary.” We are not aware 
that any other equity judge has gone so ir in construing this 
order. If a judge sitting at chambers has, under this and the 
other orders of 1852, all the power which is claimed by the 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart, there would appear to be little oecasion 
for any more suits, instituted and conducted in the ordinary 
way. In West v. Laing (4 W. R. 1), Kindersley, V. C.. having 
consulted the other judges, said, that where an application was 
made at chambers to administer an estate, and the Court had 
reason to see that difficult questions might arise—where the 
circumstances of the case made a contest probable—the judge 
“might decline to make a decree on the summons, putting 
the parties to their remedy by filing a bill.” If it were otherwise, 
it would be time to consider whether our system of plead- 
ing and procedure generally was not wholly unnecessary ; 
or, if it were considered to be really useful and condu- 
cive to the ends of justice, the question arises, why should 
it be wholly dispensed with in suits at chambers, but in- 
sisted upon in all other suits, there being no difference in 
the nature or importance of the subject matter in litigation. 
We think, however, that any doubt which has been raised as to 
the practice under the 20th order of October, 1852, by the de- 
cisions of Start, V.C., to which we have referred, will be set 
at rest by the judgment of Atadersiey, V.C., in Partingtos 
v. Reynolds, fortitiod, as it is, by the practice adopted by the 
Master of the Rolls and V. C. Weee, 
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PRacTicE—CHAMBERS— VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 
Parr v. Lovegrove, 6 W. R. 201. 

In this case, upon a motion to vary the chief clerk’s certificate, 
im which he certified that the plaintiff had shown a good title 
to an estate, which was the question in litigation in the suit, 
Kindersley, V.C., took occasion to recommend that objections to 
the chief clerk’s finding as to title should be brought at once 
before the judge in chambers, instead of coming on upon motion, 
the latter mode being more expensive. 

MortTGAGE— FORECLOSURE. 
Morley v. Morley, 6 W. R. 360. 

A rather curious point occurred here. <A firm which was 
entitled to a large debt, part of which was secured by mort- 
gage, entered into a composition with creditors, whereby the 
debt was assigned to trustees, with an express proviso that the 
benefit of the mortgaged premises should remain in the firm. 
It was contended, in this state of things, that the firm had lost 
their right to foreclose. The Master of the Rolls, however, 
held that if the true construction of the composition deed was 
that the mortgage debt, as well as the mortgaged premises, were 
reserved, there could be no question that the firm could fore- 
close; but even if the deed were read as if the whole debt were 
assigned to the trustees, the only effect of that would be to 
make the original mortgagees trustees of the debt, without 
depriving them of their right to foreclose. The point, how- 
ever, did not become material, as the Court seems also to have 
been of opinion that the former was the correct construction. 


—_—_—~+>—_——_ 
Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 





LraBiLtiry oF TRusTEEs or Prsiic Property FoR 


NONFEASANCE. 
Gibbs +. The Trusices of the Liverpool Docks, 6 W. R., Exch. 
C., 361. 


This case will be interesting te all who are trustees of public 
property; and it isthe more to be heeded, because the liability 
which it establishes was denied in the Court of Exchequer, but 
has now been solemnly determined to exist by the Exchequer 
Chamber reversing the judgment of the Court below. It re- 
mains to be seen whether the question will be carried up to the 
House of Lords. The action was brought by the owner of a 
cargo damaged by the ship in whieh it was conveyed fouling a 
bank or deposit of mud, which the defendants (who were trus- 
tees incorporated under a local Act of Parliament) had suffered 
te collect and remain in a certain dock, contrary, as was 
alleged, to their duty as such trustees. It appeared that the 
defendants derived no personal emolument from the tolls and 
duties they received; and that they had, by the terms of the 
Statute, a discretion vested in them as to how the funds arising 
from such tells and duties should be applied; and as to the 
time and manner in which the docks should be repaired. The 
question as to whether, under these circumstances, a person in- 
jared by the effect of their nonfeasance had a right of action 
against them, was raised by a demurrer to the declaration 
above-mentioned was decided in the Court below by all 
the barons in favour he defendants. 

This opinion was chiefly based upon a ground into which 
the Court of Error did not go, and which was much narrower 
and less importa n the principle on which the case 
was ultimately decided. The argument before the Court 
of Exchequer was complicated by the discussion as to whether, 
upon the proper construction of different local Acts taken 
altogether, the ma it and reparation of the dock in ques- 
tion belonged to th lants or to another set of persons— 
viz., 4 certain committee elected under the provisions of a local 
Act wabeequent to the Dock Act in question. And the barons 
held, that the neg! if neglect there were, was not that of 
the parties against whom action was brought. Hence, it 
became unnecessary expressly to confirma case in which the 
Court of Exchequer had already held that trustees of public 
property—such as docks, harbours, and the like—who took no 
beneficial interest in what they received in that capacity, could 
not te held liable at the suit of one injured by their nonfeas- 
ance with regard to such property. ‘This was the case of Met- 
calfe +. Hetieriagton (1i Exch. 257), and though, as above 
explained, the decision of the Court below in the case under 
discussion ultimately turned on considerations dehors this doc- 
trine, it was incidentally clear that the Court were disposed to 
uphold it. That case, indeed, was much the same in its cir- 
cumstances 24 thet under discussion. There, also, a count 
against harbour trustees for suffering rubbish to accumulate 
was held bad in substance—lIst, | the trustees (deriving 










































no beneficial interest) could not be bound to pay for the main- 
tenance of the harbour out of their own pockets; and 2nd, 
because supposing that they had trust funds sufficient for the 
purpose, they had, by their Act, a discretion as to the applica- 
tion thereof, which could not be controlled by a court of law, 
It was therefore clearly necessary to overrule the principle of this 
decision before pronouncing judgment in favour of the plaintiff 
in the case under discussion; and this the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber did in effect; though they sought to avoid doing so 
expressly, by distinguishing the allegations in the declaration 
in the case under discussion from those in Metcalfe v. Hether. 
ington; and they relied much on the circumstance that, in the 
case before them, it was alleged that there existed sufficient 
funds, and also that they were sufficient, not only for the par- 
ticular duty of cleansing the dock, but for all other duties attach- 
ing to its proper care and maintenance. But the important part 
of their judgment was this, that, as it was clear (from the case 
of The Lancaster Canal Company v. Parnaby, 11 Ad. & Ell. 
222) that the trustees would have been liable if they had been 
beneficially interested in the tolls, it made no difference that 
they received them for a fiduciary purpose. In either case they 
were liable for a breach in the duty of only allowing the dock 
to remain open so long as it was in a fit state and condition to 
be used by the public. 


ProrER PLAINTIFFS—MINING COMPANIES CONDUCTED ON 
THE Cost-Book SysTEm. 
Hybart v. Evens, 6 W. B., C. P., 364. 

It is a well-known rule of law that a servant who has himself 
no interest in the cause thereof cannot maintain an action in 
his own name on behalf of his employers. It is to get over 
this difticulty, and to avoid the necessity for joining numerous 
parties in the writ of summons, and other inconveniences, that 
co-partnerships and companies, who do not come under the re- 
gistration system for joint-stock companies, have often sought 
and obtained an Act allowing them to sue their own members, 
as well as strangers, in the name of their treasurer or other 
officer. There has been more than one attempt on the part of 
mining companies, and particularly those who carry on business 
on what is called the cost-book system, to evade the necessity 
of obtaining such an Act by making regulations among them- 
selvesin defiance of this rule of law—as, for example, by declar- 
ing that a call duly made, and remaining unpaid, is to be consi- 
dered as a simple contract debt from the defaulter to the purser 
(or managing officer of the mine), and that such defaulter is 
not to plead in defence partnership with the purser. In the 
case under discussion, an endeavour of this nature was made, 
but it was quite unsuccessful; the Court remarking, that if an 
action for calls by the purser against a defaulting shareholder 
were allowed, they would be creating, in fact, a new description 
of corporation unknown to the law. 

Qui tam ACTION AGAINST IMPROVEMENT COMMISSIONEBS 
—SANCTION OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, WHEN BE- 
QUIRED TO PROCEEDINGS. 

Hollis vy. Marshall, 6 W. R., Exch., 365. 

By the 15th section of the Commissioners Clauses Act, 1847 
(10 & 11 Vict. c. 16), every person acting as a commissioner 
thereunder without qualification is liable to a penalty; and by 
the 153rd section of the Public Health Act, 1848 (11 & 12 
Vict. c. 63), no penalty can be sued for by any person other than 
by a party grieved or by the local board, or by churchwardens 
and overseers, without the consent of the Attorney-General first 
obtained. The two sections are incorporated in a Local Im- 
provement Act, and an action for a penalty under the first pro- 
vision was brought against the defendant for acting thereunder 
2s a commissioner. No consent was alleged in the declaration to 
have been previously sought or obtained from the Attorney- 
General; and the only grievance the plaintiff could allege was, 
that he, being a ratepayer himself, was an unsuccessful can- 
didate at the election whereat the defendant was made a com- 
missioner. The Court of Exchequer held—1, That this cir- 
cumstance was not sufficient to make him a party grieved by 
the defendant's acting without a qualification, so as to make 
the consent of the Attorney-General to the action unnecessary; 
2. That it was a good ground for a demurrer, or for an arrest of 
judgment, that the declaration contained no allegation that such 
consent had been previously obtained; and 3, That proceedings 
on the judgment would be stayed by the Court, on being satis- 
fied by affidavit that such consent had not im fact been ob- 
tained. . 

Cousty Court Practice—Rererence To JUDGE UNDER 

17 & 48 Vict. c, 125, 6. 3. 
Cummins v. Birket, 6 W. R., Exch. 366. 





By the 3rd section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854 
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(17 & 18 Vict. c. 125), it was enacted that if it be made to 
, at any time after issuing the writ of summons in an 
action, to the satisfaetion of the Court, or a judge, upon the 
application of either party, that the matter in dispute consists 
wholly or in part of matters of mere account, which cannot be 
conveniently tried in the ordinary way, such Court or judge 
may either themselves decide such matter in a summary way, 
or may order it to be referred to an arbitrator appointed by the 
parties, or to an officer of the court, or in country causes, 
to the judge of any county court, upon such terms as to costs and 
otherwise as shall be thought reasonable; and it is directed that 
the award or certificate of such referee shall be enforceable as 
the verdict of a jury. References have occasionally been made, 
under this provision, to the judges of the different county 
courts; but they have usually shown much -reluctance to 
undertake them in addition to their ordinary work; and, in 
order to try the question, whether the acceptance of them was 
optional, the judge of the County Court of Essex (Circuit No. 
39), refused to accept the reference of the above cause, which 
had been ordered by a judge at chambers—the action being 
brought by a rector for dilapidations, and the matter in dispute 
being, in the opinion of the judge, merely matters of account. 
The question was raised by obtaining a rule calling on the 
county court judge to show cause why he should not proceed 
with the reference; and it was urged, in showing cause (among 
other things) that the akove clause was enabling only, and was 
intended to repeal pro tanto the provision of 15 & 16 Vict. 
c. 54, s. 16, by which county court judges are prohibited from 
directly or indirectly practising as barristers; but that it left 
them in the same predicament as any other arbitrator, and 
allowed them, if they chose, to decline the reference. There 
were other objections to the rule (having reference to the 
nature of the cause referred, and the form of the order), 
which may be here passed over, as they did not affect the gene- 
ral principle. The Court, in making the rule absolute, said, 
that whatever views might be entertained on the point by the 
different county court judges, there could be no doubt that if 
any one of such judges was directed under 17 & 18 Vict. c. 125, 
8,3, to undertake any reference, it was obligatory on him to obey 
the order. The objections which had been urged as to the 
want of any machinery specified in the Act for carrying out the 
provision in certain contingencies which might arise, were quite 
insufficient as an answer to the plain and direct words of the 
statute. Mr. Baron Martin, in delivering the judgment of the 
Court, concluded with the following remarks, which are 
worthy the attention of the numerous class who watch with in- 
terest and some jealousy the position of the judges of the 
superior courts, and the gradual development of the county 
court system :—“ We think it right to observe that the course 
of modern legislation has been to cast upon the judges of the 
superior courts new duties, such as the duty of deciding upon 
appeals from the county courts, the duty imposed by an act of 
last session, of deciding upon cases stated by justices upon 
matters coming before them in a summary way; and upon the 
Court of Common Pleas, the duty of deciding appeals from 
revising barristers, and matters connected with all the railways 
in the kingdom. All these duties, and some of them are 
onerous, have been readily and cheerfully undertaken. We 
allude to this subject for the sake of the county court judges 
ves, whom we are desirous to treat with the utmost 
respect and consideration, and, to support and uphold in the 
discharge of their duties.” 
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Professional Intelligence. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The Council have communicated to the members of the 
society the following Address of Congratulation which they 
have presented to the Lord Chancellor, on his accession to 
office, with the reply thereto; — 

To THe Ricur Hon. tne Lorp Cuenmeronp, Loap Hic CHANCELLOR 
or EnGianp, &e, &e, ke, 
Law Society's Hall, March 6, 1858. 

My Lonp,—'The Council of the Incorporated Law Society, for themselves, 
and on behalf of the body which they represent, beg permission to tender 
to your Lordship their respectful, but most hearty congratulations on your 
Lordship’s elevation to the highest office in the profession of the law. 

The Council would not have felt themselves justified in thus intruding 
on your Lordship, were it not that, for the last 13 years, the society has 
enjoyed the advantage of your constant advice and assistance as their 

counsel. They venture to hope, thatin the relation of advocate 
subsigted between your Lordship and the 





Society, may be found an mate excuse for their now presuming to 
address you. 





But the Council would do injustice to their own feelings, and, as they 
believe, to the universal sentiment of that branch of the profession to 
which they belong, if they were to eenfine themselves to a ground in its 
nature so narrow and limited. 

The Council, and they believe the profession at large, rejoice to perceive 
im the elevation of your Lordship to the highest official dignity in the 
power of the Crown to bestow, the appropriate termination of a long and. 
distinguished career, in which—unaided by the accidents of 
brilliant abilities, united to unwearied industry,—unsullied and 
spotless integrity,-—the firm, fearless, and dignified maintainance of the 

the independence of the profession joined to a 
ed i 


station,—have at length achieved their just and fitting reward. 

That your Lordship may long be spared to enjoy your well-earned 
honours, is the earnest hope and prayer of, my Lord, with great respect, 

Your Lordship’s most obedient and very humble servant, 
(Signed) Epwarp LzeicH PEMBERTON, 
—_— President. 
Eaton-square, March 9, 1858. 

My pear Mr. Pemserton,—I cannot attempt to describe the gratifica- 
tion with which I have received the kind and hearty congratulations of the 
Incorporated Law Society upon my recent elevation to the highest office 
in our common profession. I will not stop to inquire whether J am fairly 
entitled to the full measare of all the flattering things which they have 
said of my course at the bar, because I am far too proud of the impression 
which it has produced on the minds of honourable men te be able to scan 
too nicely my claim to their good opinion. Iam happy to think we have 
been fellow-workers together in maintaining the character and honour of 
the profession. Nothing, in my judgment, has contributed more to this 
desirable end than the establishment of the Incorporated Law Society. I 
am happily reminded of the relation in which I stood to them for so many 
years, when, as their counsel, I was enabled to assist in some of the bene- 
ficial objects of their institution ; and there has been nothing more agree- 
able to me in the event which terminated the relation, than the expression 
of hearty feeling and good will proceeding from a body, amongst whom are 
many who can trace back my professional life to its beginning, with whom 
I have been long associated upon occasions of great importance, and whose 
confidence in me has, in no smal! degree, contributed to raise me to my 
present position. I have very imperfectly satisfied my feelings in my 
acknowledgment of the kindness of the Law Society,—but I shall treasure 
with the greatest care the precious memorial by which it was conveyed, 
and it will be regarded by my family, as well as by myself, as one of the 
best and highest rewards which has attended my long professiona! career. 
Believe me, my dear Mr. _— ever yours faithfully, 

(Signed 








EASTER TERM EXAMINATION. 

The Examiners appointed for the Examination of persons 
applying to be admitted Attorneys, have appointed Monday, the 
26th April, at half-past nine in the forenoon, at the Hall ef the 
Incorporated Law Society, in Chancery-lane, te take the 
Examination. 

The articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with answers 
to the questions as to due service, according to the i 
approved by the judges, must be left on or before Thursday, 
22nd April, with the Seeretary. 

Where the articles have net expired, but will expire during 
the Term, the candidate may be examined conditionally; but 
the articles must be left within the first seven days of Term, 
and answers up to that time. If part of the term has been 
served with a Barrister, Special Pleader, or London Agent, 
answers to the questions must be obtained from them, as to the 
time served with each respectively. 

A paper will be delivered to each candidate, 


| questions to be answered in writing, classed under the se 


heads of—1. Preliminary. 2. Common and Statute Law, and 
Practice of the Courts. 3. Conveyancing. 4. Equity, and 
Practice of the Courts. 5. Bankruptcy, and Practice of the 
Courts. 6. Criminal Law, and Proceedings before Justices of 
the Peace. 

Each Candidate is required to answer all the preliminary 
questions (No. 1); and also to answer in three of the other 
heads of inquiry, viz—Common Law, Conveyancing, and 
Equity. 

The Examiners will continue the practice of proposing 
questions in Bankruptcy and in Criminal Law and i 
before Justices of the Peace, in order that Candidates who have 
given their attention to these subjects may have the advantage 
of answering such questions, and having the cerrectness ef 
their answers in those departments taken into consideration im 
summing up the merit of their General Examination. 

Under the Rules of Hilary ‘Term, 1853, it is provided that 
every person who shall have given notices of Examination and 
Admission, and “ who shall not have attended to be examined, 
or not have passed the examination, or not have been admitted, 
may, within one week after the end of the Term for which such 
notices were given, renew the notices for Examination or Admis- 
sion for the then next ensuing Term, and so from time to time as he 
shall think proper;” but shall not be admitted until the last 
day of the ‘Term, unless otherwise ordered. 

n case the testimonials were deposited in a former Term, 
they should be re-entered, and the answers completed to the 
time appointed. 
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Correspondence. 





DUBLIN—(From oui own Correspondent.) 

The attack recently made by the metropolitan police (who 
must not be confounded with the far-famed constabulary force) 
on the junior students of Trinity College, has for ten days past 
absorbed the public attention, to the exclusion of all other 
topics. In consequence of a memorial demanding an investiga- 
tion, to which several thousands of signatures were attached, a 
warrant was, on Thursday last, issued by the Lord-Lieutenant, 
directing the Solicitor-General to inquire into all the particu- 
lars of the affray, and to report thereon. It having been 
notified that the investigation would commence on Saturday 
morning, a large number of persons interested attended at the 
four courts, among whom were some of the college authorities, 
with Messrs. Lloyd and Walsh, as counsel, with Messrs. Nunn 
and Todd, solicitors for the college. ‘The metropolitan police were 
represented by Messrs. Lynch and Lawson, instructed by Mr. 
Maxwell Hamilton, their solicitor. It is hardly necessary to 
observe that the appointment of one of the law officers of the 
Crown, on whom the duty of prosecuting must hereafter 
devolve, to hold this semi-judicial inquiry, gave very general 
surprise. 

The Solicitor-General opened the proceedings by stating 
that his object was simply to obtain information as to all the 
circumstances, on behalf of the Lord-Lieutenant. Into any in- 
fraction of the criminal law that had taken place it was not 
his business to inquire, nor had he any authority to take 
depositions upon oath. In order, however, that the inquiry 
might not be altogether fruitless in that respect, Mr. Stronge, 
the senior magistrate, would sit at the same time, and would 
take informations on oath at the instance of any person who 
wished to offer them. Their functions were essentially dis- 
tinct. After much consideration, he (the Solicitor-General) 
had come to the conclusion that no publication in the journals 
of the evidence brought forward should be allowed, as all this 
testimony, not given on oath, would, if published, tend to pre- 
judice the public mind against the police, against whom pro- 
ceedings in the ordinary criminal courts would probably be in- 
stituted. For the same reason, the inquiry should take place 
with closed doors. 

A long discussion then ensued betweeen the learned occu- 
pants of the bench and the various counsel engaged. Mr. 
Stronge, the magistrate, intimated his strong unwillingness to 
take part in any secret investigation; while counsel for the 
police as resolutely objected to an open one. The Solicitor- 
General finally announced that on the following Monday the 
inquiry would commence in the form suggested by him, the 
evidence to be laid before him privately in one room, while 
informations on oath could be tendered openly before Mr. 
Stronge in another room. 

On Monday morning, the various parties having assembled 
in one of the rooms at the Castle, the Solicitor-General stated 
that he had received a copy of a resolution from the board of 
Trinity College, conveying the opinion of the board that the 
inquiry ought to be public. He still, however, adhered to the 
opinion he had before expressed, that, unless the consent of both 
parties were obtained, the inquiry ought to take place in 
private. Counsel for the police now declared, that as the 
inquiry would necessarily affect individuals who might hereafter 
be brought before a criminal court, they could not give any 
such eonsent. Counsel for the college thereupon declined to 
take any whatever in a private investigation, against 
which they protested, and they announced their intention of 
withdrawing altogether. Thus the investigation came to an 
untimely end. 

At a subsequent period of the day, summonses were applied 
for at the Magistrates’ Court, and granted, on the part of the 
students, against Colonel Browne and several of his police; and 
other es were obtained by the police against eight of 
the students, who were alleged to have been foremost in the 
fray. 








EDINBURGH.—( From our own Correspondent.) 


The sheriffship of Stirling, the last of the offices which be- 
came veant through the resignation of Lord Palmerston’s 
Ministry, has now been filled up by the transference of Mr. 
Moir to Stirlingshire, and the appointment of Mr. Shank Cook 
to Hows and Sutherland, vacated by Mr. Moir’s transference. 
The emoluments of both offices are understood to be equal, but 


the one county is within an hour's drive of Edinburgh, while 
it still takes a day and a half to reach the other, to which rail- 
ways are only slowly approaching. 


I presume, from nothing 








further having been said on the subject, that Mr. Patrick 
Fraser is to be allowed to hold as permanent the office which 
he received from the last Government, viz. that of counsel 
for the Exchequer. If he is, there is no reason why many of 
the other appointments of the same kind should not be made 
permanent also; for instance, that of counsel for the Woods 
and Forests. The agent for this board, Mr. Donald Home, 
holds, and has long held, his office as a permanent one. It was 
rumoured at one time that Mr. Fraser had expressed an inten- 
tion of resigning, but I cannot say that I ever believed that; 
the Lord Advocate may believe it, however, and may wish to 
give Mr. Fraser an opportunity of vacating the office hand- 
somely. 

The bar has been split into two parties lately, by a question 
which appears to the other branch of the profession to have 
been taken up and discussed with unnecessary keenness. In 
Scotland there are no Queen's Counsel as distinguished from 
the Lord Advocate and Solicitor-General, and accordingly pre- 
cedence has been regulated strictly by seniority, except in the 
case of these two officers and the Dean of Faculty, the elected 
head of the body, who has always claimed precedence even over 
the Lord Advocate, as well as over the English Attorney- 
General, in the House of Lords. The point has never been 
actually raised hitherto, both parties being apparently anxious 
to avoid the discussion. Lately, however, a proposal was sub- 
mitted to the Faculty (body of advocates) and carried, that 
precedence should be conceded to ex-Lords Advocate and 
Solicitors-General over all other members of the bar, ex- 
cept, of course, the existing Lord Advocate, Solicitor-General, 
and Dean. ‘here are no ex-deans, the office, though only held 
during the pleasure of the body, being to all intents and pur- 
poses permanent. ‘The proposal seems a reasonable one, be- 
cause it must be presumed that the most talented men of both 
parties receive the high appointments referred to; and if young 
men receive these appointments on account of their admitted 
talent, it seems reasonable that when they lose the office they 
should not lose altogether the position at the bar of which it is 
the mark. The effect of the old arrangement was to cut a 
great many seniors of a certain standing out of business, because 
agents chose rather to drop them out of cases than an ex-Lord 
Advocate, who, by his loss of office, might have become the 
junior. A strong party, however, oppose the proposition, and, 
although defeated at present, threaten to renew the contest. I 
cannot help thinking, however, that the keenness of the contest 
has been occasioned by a fecling that the matter had been hurried 
forward for the purpose of meeting specially the case of the 
ex-Lord Advocate, with reference to the jury trials now 
going on, in which heavy fees are always given, and where a 
rich harvest is being reaped by men who in general gather 
little on such occasions in consequence of the Lord Advocate’s 
absence in London. 

I ought, perhaps, to mention, that in Scotland the senior 
always follows the junior in debate; so that it is most important 
to have a good senior to put anything right that may require it. 

The confidence which the public reposed in the Lord Advo- 
cate, in reference to Mr. Dunlop’s Bill for valuiag and assess- 
ing feuduties, has not been disappointed. His Lordship has 
pointed out the injustice and absurdity of this Bill so clearly 
and forcibly that he has apparently thrown some light upon the 
subject, even into Mr. Dunlop's brain, for he has requested leave 
to withdraw his bantling; and this I hope will be the end of a 
Bill, which, more than any other I can recollect, violated the 
first principles of justice, for no reason whatever except to 
gratify the whim of a lawyer fond of making legislative experi- 
ments, ‘The possibility of a member being able to procure the 
assent of the House of Commons to such a Bill, from the mere 
want of some one of understanding to point out the injustice, 
hascreated much alarm in Scotland, and demonstrates in the most 
forcible way, the injury which this portion of the kingdom sus- 
tains from the want of some able lawyers to represent it i 

Parliament. It is a comfort to know that the present Lord 
Advocate is no rash meddler, and, at the same time, a steady 
advocate for well -considered legal reform. 

Edinburgh, March 26, 1858, 


REGISTRATION OF BILLS OF SALE ACT. 

To the Editor of Tne Soxicrrons’ Journan & RevoRrtER. 
S1n,—We shall feel obliged if any of your readers can inform 
us whether it has ever been decided, or if there {s any authority 
for the proposition, that, according to the true construction of the 
above-mentioned Act, post-nuptial settlements of personal chattels, 
executed by traders, are included in the term “ marriage settle- 
ments,” used in the 7th section of the Act; and that they would 
not, by reason of their not being registered, be rendered null 
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and void in the event of the bankruptcy or insolvency, &c., of the 
settlors subsequently to the execution thereof.—Your obedient 
servants, SUBSCRIBERS. 
NEGLIGENCE OF ATTORNEYS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxtcitors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Sir,—The ease of Wraight v. Johnson, reported in your last 
number, is the crowning case of injustice in that modern series, 
which began with that of Van Toll v. Chapman, and which has 
been continued and reproduced in various other actions ever 
since. 

There is one course which, I think, the profession should not 
lose sight of in these cases, inasmuch as judges but barely pro- 
tect the attorneys when plaintiffs or defendants (I do not allude 
to Justice Erle’s admirable summing-up in this case), and juries 
positively pervert law arguments and facts, in order to carry 
out their blind prejudices, which is—that the attorneys who bring 
such gross actions as this should be noted. Let their names be 
published. I should have doubted whether a professional man 
could have been found to have brought Mrs. Wraight’s action, 
upon the facts proved. He did nothing more nor less than 
trade and speculate upon the prejudices of a jury of tradesmen, 
most of whom probably had, the week before, been served with 
a writ, received a “lawyer's letter,” or paid a lawyer's bill, and 
in giving their verdict took reprisals as it were on the whole 
profession. 

I earnestly hope that some combined movement will be 
made by the profession on this subject. It is really getting 
beyond a joke !—Yours obediently, C.E. L 





Review. 


The Shareholder's Legal Guide. By Tuomas Hocu Markuay, 
Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law. London: Robertson. 1858. 


When an ex-Lord Chancellor, of the very highest reputation 
as a legal writer, attempted to popularize law for the benefit of 
laymen, he held out a strong temptation to others who had 
never pressed the woolsack, and whose literary reputation did 
not rank with his own, to follow in his footsteps. It proved too 
potent for Mr. Markham, who, succumbing to its influence, 
composed at his leisure moments the remarkable work before 
us; and who thus genially alludes in his preface to a former 
production of his own, already noticed in this Journal—* Last 
year, I wrote a book for lawyers; this year, I write a book for 
laymen; and if the laymen will receive my book as kindly as 
the lawyers did, Ido not see that I shall have much cause to 
be dissatisfied.” 

The Shareholder's Legal Guide, thus introduced to the 
public, is designed, the author tells us, to point out to those 
among the lieges who, holding shares in companies, reside in 
Great Britain or Ireland, the various dangers and difficulties 
which beset their path. And if the torch thus essayed to be 
kindled “ shall illuminate, however faintly, the dark caverns of 
the law” which yawn for theirdestruction, we have the best reason 
for believing that the result will afford our author “ some gratifi- 
cation.” 

In pursuance of this benevolent design, Mr. Markham, in the 
first place, proceeds to deliver himself of observations upon 
companies in general; on the distinctions which exist between 
their several classes; on the various incidents of corporations; 
and on the process of procuring innocent persons to become the 
dupes of those employed to “ get up” bubble associations. We 
will cite Mr. Markham’s illustration of this part of his essay :-— 

“A physician is sitting in his study in a country town; a person of most 
Sentlemanly address introduces himself; he tells the doctor that his 
scientific attainments have not escaped the observation of the * Royal Re- 
ward Merit Insurance Society ;’ in fact, he bears with him a missive 
§ppointing him consulting physician to the society, The doctor feels 
dattered, and accepts the appointment with thanks. The stranger goes, 
but he returns, observing, with a smile, that it is usual for a medical man 
Appointed to their great office to take a few shares; the doetor is thrown 
of his guard, he consents, and he signs the deed, 

“A twelvemonth elapses; the doctor receives information which makes 
him uneasy ; he proceeds to London, and he then discovers, too late, that a 
moment's indiscretion has made him a ruined and broken-hearted man,” 

Having thus opened his trenches, the Guide proceeds in a 
series of distinct essays upon the law relating to railway, har- 
bour, gas, market, canal, mining, and other particular classes of 
companies; and at the termination of these, there are appended 
Some remarks upon the legal position of share-brokers, and on 
the formalities which attend on the transfer of shares from one 
buyer to another. ‘The general design of this part of the work 
18 not unhappily conceived, Its framework is well defined, and 
it is capable of. being filled out by skilful hands, so as to de- 
velop itself into a really useful book. 








In the very outset, however, of the performance—viz., in the 
chapter of general observations—ample evidence is to be found 
that Mr. Markham is not even able to guide himself through 
the labyrinthine turnings of the complicated subject he has 
chosen. What can be said to one who informs his readers that 
“ registered companies ” (meaning joint stock companies regis- 
tered under the Acts of 1856 & 1857) carry with them, in 
general, unlimited liability to their shareholders (see pp. 6, 16); 
and who appears to suppose that the ephemeral Limited Lia- 
bility Act of 1855 is still in full life and vigour (pp. 7, 15,131, 
&c.)? Another singular mystification in this chapter occurs in 
the account given of the 36th section of the Companies Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, which, according to our author, was 
intended as a boon to the shareholders of companies with whose 
special acts that statute is incorporated, and not as a protection 
to the creditors of such companies. We should like Mr. Mark- 
ham to tell us where the latter would be if this clause had 
not been inserted — supposing the corporate property and 
effects of the company had not been forthcoming where- 
on to levy execution. But we must now turn to that 
part of the work which treats of particular classes of 
companies. And here we really are at a loss which essay 
to select as a fair specimen of the whole. The general 
aim seems to be, to give such an account of the various acts 
which have been passed to regulate each class of companies, 
and of the cases which have arisen on their provisions, as shall 
be intelligible and useful to the lay reader. But to do this with 
any effect would require much more research than has been 
used, and greater powers of compressing useful information 
into a small space than we suspect Mr. Markham to possess. 
It will, perhaps, be hardly believed that neither in the chapter 
which treats of railway companies, or in that devoted to canals, 
is there the least allusion to the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1854, of the existence of which we verily believe Mr. Markham 
to be at this moment profoundly ignorant. He certainly wasso 
when he names as “ the four Acts of Parliament especially affect- 
ing canal companies,” those in the foot note to p. 111. Again, in 
the chapter relating to railways, we read, it is true, that “ Railway 
companies, and other companies requiring the sanction of Parlia- 
ment, are for the most part subject to an Act which was passed in 
the eighth year of the reign of Queen Victoria, for the purpose of 
consolidating into one act the provisions usually inserted in 
Acts with respect to the constitution of companies incorporated 
for the purpose of carrying on public undertakings; —and, in- 
deed, the chapter consists wholly of a short account of this statute 
(which, by the way, has no reference to this class of companies 
more than to any of the others to which it applies), while no 
mention is x ade of the Consolidation Act of the same session, 
which was expressly passed for the purpose of railway under- 
takings, nor of any of the general Acts by which railways are 
regulated, as, for example, 3 & 4 Vict. c. 97, or 7 & 8 Vict. 
ce. 85. And yet this last statute, in particular, contains a 
clause which may be thought peculiarly interesting to share- 
holders; for it enables the Government to apply to Parliament 
for an Act authorising the purchase of any railway, on behalf 
of her Majesty, at the expiration of twenty-one years after its 
establishment. On all these matters, however, Mr. Markham 
preserves a discreet and modest silence. 

Another curious omission is, that no place (so far as we have 
been able to discover) has been found for those provisions in 
the famous Act of last session, for the “ punishment of frauds 
committed by trustees, bankers, and other persons intrusted 
with property,” which affect the rights or liabilities of share 
holders, and with which it is fit that each should make him- 
self acquainted. For example, it is now the law that any 
member of any public company may be held responsible in a 
criminal court for concurring in any false entry or material 
omission in any of the company’s documents, or for fraudulently 
applying to his own use any part of the common property; an 
on the other hand, any shareholder is now clothed with power 
to charge in such a court the managing body of the company 
of which he is a member, with having made false statements or 
accounts, in order to deceive or defraud him, or to induce him 
to become a shareholder, and the like, Surely it would have 
been but decent that to these provisions some allusion should 
be made, in a book which professes to illuminate, “ however 
tuintly, the dark caverns of the law,"—in a work which is de- 
dicated “to the shareholders of Great Britain and Ireland, to 
whom the laws concerning joint-stock companies established in 
this realm—perplexing to lawyers, an approbrium to legislators, 
unintelligible to men of business—are a fearful enigma, in the 
hope that a study of its pages may enable them to avoid 
some of the innumerable pitfills which beset their paths in 
these days of gigantic commercial frauds.” We are the more 
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surprised by this abstinence, because the sections of the Act to 
which we have referred would have afforded admirable texts for 
the species of exhortation in which our guide, philosopher, and 
friend, evidently feels his power. For example :— 

“Tf respectable people til? blindly rush into ridiculous schemes—if they 
will shareholders in absurd companies—depend upon it that “ pro- 
moters” of ridiculous schemes, and “ getters-up” of fraudulent companies, 
will abound. Let shareholders, then, reflect seriously whether they do not 
themselves incur some moral responsibility by encouraging, instead of 
checking, abortive schemes.” 

To the general body of the work, of which we have now 
given such an account as is consistent with the space at our 
command, there is a species of supplement. This is a chapter 
called “ Shareholdiana,” and it is commenced in a manner so 
peculiarly Markham-ish (we avail ourselves of the author’s own 
classical apology), that we cannot resist introducing it here:— 

“Mr. Manfit, the tailor, lately made a suit of clothes for Mr. Pilgrim, the 
merchant. Upon the completion of his work, Manfit carefully put by all 
the little cuttings, parings, and snippings—they might come in useful some 
day, Manfit thought. 

“ T have now nearly finished my book; and at this stage I find my table 
scattered with all sorts of little odds and ends, which I have not worked 
up. There they are, sine ordine et referentid, as the logicians have it. 
There are two courses open to me; one is to put them inte my waste-paper 
basket, the other is to pursue the course always adopted by worthy Mr. 
Manfit, who never destroys anything. If, then, the shareholder will accept 
an olla podrida, or medley dish, composed of my snippings, I shall be glad 
to give it to him ; and as such an entrée ought to have a name, ! shall take 
the liberty (‘ licet producere nomen’) of calling it ‘ Shareholdiana.’” 

After this we have an “ Epilogue,” in the form of a 
merry conversation between Mr. Legislator and Mr. Public, 
touching the fate of Miss Feme-sole, who, being “a 
poor woman with a small income, ranging from £80 to 
£100 per annum, rather given to extreme views, and regu- 
larly taking the Record,” is induced to embark in a bubble 
eompany; and there are other stories of the same class 
of humour. We fancy, however, our readers have by this time 
had enough of what, “in no sense personally offensive,” as Lord 
Palmerston would say, we must take leave to designate as 
trash. We advise Mr. Markham, in all seriousness, at once 
and for ever to abandon the comic vein if he can; let him read 
more, think more, and let him blot out ruthlessly his most 
favourite passages. Nay, we would even venture to advise him 
to wait a few years, before he again attempts to emulate Lord 
St. Leonards in one of the most difficult tasks to which the 
master of any art can address himself; and in which even that 
aecomplished lawyer, in all his ripe maturity, did pot, in our 
judgment, altogether succeed. 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, Mar. 18. 
Country Court Returns.—Law or EVIDENCE AMENDMENT. 


Lord BrouGcHam, in moving for certain returns relative to 
the business in county courts, reminded their Lordships that 
during the first ten years of their establishment the number of 
suits which had been brought before those courts by plaint was 
no less than 4,660,000. The sums claimed had amounted to 
£14,250,000 ; the sums recovered by judgment had been 
£7,300,000; and the sums paid into court had been £1,000,000. 
The business of those courts had regularly and steadily in- 
creased; and the returns for which he was about to move would 
show, he believed, that during the last year upwards of 700,000 
suits had been brought in them. The whole amount of money 
sued for had been no less than £16,000,000, of which between 
£7,000,000 and £8,000,000 had been recovered; and when it 
was considered that the inevitable consequence of the existence 
of such an extensive system of local judicature was, that many 
claims were settled out of court, because persons knew that 
resistance to a just demand would be vain, some idea might be 
formed of the vast benefit which those tribunals conferred upon 
the community. The beneficial effect which they exercised 
pion the comfort and peace of the population was indeed 

at incalculable, for he could imagine nothing more likely 
to produce wide-spread and deep-rooted discontent than the 
denial of justice, such as he feared had occurred too often 
previously to the establishment of these local judicatures, 
The great objection made originally to the Act for the examina- 
tion of parties in civil suite, which was passed in 1851—acting 
on the experience of the county-court system—was that it would 
lead to endless perjury. That, however, he had denied at the 
time, and subsequent experience bad proved that he was correct 
in that denial. The amount of perjury depended very much on 
the number of witnesses examined, and, as that Act greatly 











diminished the number of witnesses examined, it diminished pro 
tanto the amount of perjury. The experience of all judges 
proved that the tendency of the Act was not to increase per- 
jury. The number of commitments for perjury in the two years 
1851-2, immediately before the Act came into operation, was 
136, and in the two years 1853-4, after it came into operation, 
107. This was not owing to a general decrease in commitments; 
for while the whole number of commitments for all offences for 
the years 1851-2 was 27,000, in 1853-4 it was 28,000. That 
Act was now confined to civil suits, but he was prepared to ex- 
tend it to criminal suits. He did not lay this down as a pro- 
position to which it was impossible to make any objection, but 
still he contended that the expediency of the extension was such 
as to overbalance all objections. When the Act of 1851 went 
down to the other House Mr. Stuart Wortley made it a com- 
plaint against it that criminal suits were not included in it, and 
he gave several instances from his own experience where such a 
provision would have been a great benefit. What greater boon 
could be conferred on a man accused of an offence for which he 
felt there was not a shadow of ground than to offer himself 
for examination? The statement which he was now allowed to 
make, being without the sanction of an oath, and not being liable 
to cross-examination, went for no more than the speech of his 
counsel or his plea of “not guilty.” His proposition was, 
that the defendant in a criminal suit should have the 
right, if he chose, of being examined upon oath, subject to the 
cross-examination of the prosecution. It was absurd to say 
that the Crown was the prosecutor. In 99 cases out of every 
100 there was a private prosecutor, who could be examined 
upon oath, and cross-examined; while the mouth of the accused 
was stopped. As the law stood, since the Act of 1851, in cases 
of foul conspiracy, of scandalous fraud, or of fearful violence, 
and sometimes of all three combined, the defendant was ex- 
amined just as much as the plaintiff, provided it happened that 
such cases took the form of a civil action, instead of an infor- 
mation or indictment. In bankruptcy and insolvency persons 
were examined whether they would or not, although in their 
answers they might criminate themselves. It might be said 
that.a very clever and acute malefactor would have a great ad- 
van over a man who did not possess equal abilities, and 
would be much more likely to persuade a jury to acquit him; 
but he trusted so much to the power of cross-examination by 
the counsel for the prosecution that he had no fear of the 
march of justice being impeded by the talents of the criminal, 
It might be said, that the allowing accused to make an election 
whether they would be examined or not would lead to the in- 
ference that all who declined to tender themselves were =~ 
In the majority of cases the ground of declining to take ad- 
vantage of the law would be the consciousness of inability 
to stand the test of cross-examination, and he could see no 
very great hardship in such persons being supposed to be guilty. 
A most pernicious practice had grown up in modern times of 
committing magistrates fostering the attempts of criminals to 
escape by warning them against. making statements. Not con- 
tent with telling them that what they said would be taken down 
and used against them at their trial, some magistrates went far- 
ther, and told them they had better reserve their defence. With 
regard to the county courts, the increase of business had been 
regular, and he believed more money had been recovered by 
proceedings in those courts than in all the superior courts 
Westminster Hall put together. His. prayer was, that the pre- 
sent Government would reconsider the exceedingly unfortunate 
resolution come to by the late Government, equalizing the sala- 
ries of the county court judges by cutting them down, instead 
of giving them what the wise liberality of Parliament had 
originally determined they should receive. He concluded by 
moving for returns relative to the county courts. 

Lord CraNworts said, that the resolution relative to the 
salaries of the county-court judges was the act of the House of 
Commons, and not of the Government. ‘The question of exa- 
mining prisoners viva voce was one of great importance. He 
agreed that we were very prudish, and shut out truth, when by 
this means it might often be let in. With regard to the caution 
given to prisoners, the magistrates were bound by Act of Par- 
liament to caution them, He so far differed from his noble 
friend, that, when a prisoner upon his trial stated a coherent 
and probable story, he thought it carried very great weight 
indeed with the jury. 

The returns were then ordered. 


Monday, March 22. 
Law or Prorverty AMENDMENT Bru. 


Lord St. Leonanps, in m the second reading of this 
Bil), stated that a law had been in existence from the time of 
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Lord Coke, which had never been altered, but which every one 
nearly agreed ought to be altered. The law was, and it had 
been laid down in Bumper’s case, that where a condition in a 
lease was dispensed with by license, the condition was gone for 
ever; and he proposed by the present Bill that any condition 
should only be affected by a license in the particular case to 
which the license referred. He thought that a landlord 
ought to have the benefit of every insurance effected upon his 
property. It had become a common practice upon the sale of 
leasehold property to insert in the conditions of sale a provision 
to the effect that the production of the receipt of the last pay- 
ment of rent, without the production of any fire insurance 
effected upon the property, should be a good title to the pur- 
chaser. Hundreds of purchases had been made under that 
stipulation; but nothing could be more dangerous, because if, 
by mistake, the property had not been insured, the landlord, 
even although he might have given a receipt subsequent to 
the period at which the covenant to insure had been broken, 
would not be bound by that receipt, and might recover the 
whole of the property from the purchaser. A remedy in that 
respect was needed every day. What he proposed, therefore, 
was, that where the purchaser had not actual notice that there 
had been a breach of covenant, and the landlord’s receipt for 
the last payment of rent was produced, and the sale was a regu- 
lar bona fide transaction, the purchaser should not be affected 
by any breach of covenant previous to that receipt. With 
regard to the days of grace allowed by fire insurance offices for 
payment on insurance policies, no court of law had yet actually 
decided whether they were bound to adhere to their verbal pro- 
mise to allow days of grace. All the insurance offices had 
lately issued advertisements stating that the days of grace were 
binding upon them; but he had lived long enough never to trust 
any directors. He therefore proposed to make it imperative 
upon the insurance offices to allow days of grace when they had 
given days of grace, just as if those days had been mentioned 
in the original policy. He requested the Law Life Office, whose 
business was of great extent and importance, to look at the 
clause which he had drawn on this point. They did so; and 
stated that it would in their opinion work fairly to them as well 
as to the insurer. The directors of that office took it into their 
consideration, and assured him that they had no objection to it. 
He would gladly receive any communication with which the 
directors of any other office might favour him upon the clause. 
He proposed that the release from a rent-charge of part of 
the hereditaments charged therewith should not extinguish the 
whole rent-charge, but should operate only to bar the right to 
recover any part of the rent-charge out of the particular here- 
ditaments released. The bill contained 2 similar enactment 
with regard to judgments. The release from a judgment over 
a portion of an estate was not to operate beyond the actual 
portion released by the particular judgment. In this provision 
he followed the precedent which had been found to work satis- 
factorily in Ireland. With respect to uses, he proposed an im- 
portant provision which was celculated to set at rest a number 
of very difficult questions which constantly arose out of this 
branch of the law. He proposed that where by any instrument 
any hereditaments were limited to uses, all uses thereunder, 
whether expressed or implied by law, and whether immediate 
or future, or contingent or executory, should take effect as they 
arose by force of, and by relation to, the estate and seisin origi- 
nally vested in the person seised to the uses. With respect to 
the execution of powers by deed, the law had already been 
altered in regard to wills, with perfect satisfaction to every one, 
and he proposed by this Bill to place the law relative to the 
execution of powers by deed on precisely the same footing as 
the execution of powers by will. He proposed that where there 
was a power to dispose of property by deed, the instrument should 
be executed in the ordinary way, and property and powers 
should be placed on the same footing. It had been decided in that 
House, that if a trustee sold an estate—having the power to do 
so—and by mistake gave certain benefits to the tenant for life, 
which he ought not to have; yet, if that were a mistake, and no 

ud, they would not allow the estate of an innocent purchaser 
to be taken from him, but would give compensation to the per- 
Son entitled to the property, so as to make good the deficiency 
created by a wrong proceeding from mistake. Acting upon that 
Principle, he proposed that where money had been paid by mis- 
take to the tenant for life, the mistake might be corrected by 
repayment of the money to the persons entitled under the settle- 
ment, and they would be placed in just as good a position as if 
the money had been originally paid to them. The next clause 
related to tho right of Himiting executory devises, which right 
he proposed to modify. The noxt clause was intended to 
supply a remedy for a defect in the law of inheritance, which 





had been very much felt. He proposed that where there 
should be a total failure of the heirs of the purchaser of land 
in fee simple, the land should descend, and the descent should 
be traced, from the person last entitled to the land as if he had 
been the purchaser thereof. In the next clause he proposed to 
give power to any person to assign property to himself and an- 
other person, in the same manner as he might now assign the 
same to another. The last two clauses referred to the manner 
in which wills might be attested and executed. At present, when 
a will was attested in any place where the testator might see the 
attesting witnesses sign, the will was held good even though he 
did not absolutely see them; but if it was attested in any place 
where the testator could not see them it was invalid. He pro- 
posed to enact that even though it might be attested in any 
place where the testator could not see the attestation executed, 
yet, if the Court and jury should be of opinion that the particular 
place of attestation was chosen, not for the purposes of fraud, 
but simply for convenience, the will should be valid. The old 
statute of Charles II. made a will valid which the testator 
acknowledged to the witnesses, and which was then attested by 
them. But the new Wills Act required that the testator should 
either acknowledge his signature or sign in the presence of the 
witnesses, who were also to sign in the presence of each other. 
It might happen that a testator called in two persons and said, 
“JT want you to witness my will,” folding down the paper so as 
to cover the signature. Such a will was void. He thought that 
was too nice a distinction upon which to invalidate a will when 
the signature of the testator was in the proper place, and the 
witnesses were both present, and both attested the will in the 
presence of the testator,and a clause upon the subject was 
therefore inserted. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said the Bill was undoubtedly one 
of very considerable importance, and the public were much in- 
debted to the noble lord for introducing it. Many of the pro- 
visions were very beneficial, but in his present view many were 
objectionable. It was not desirable that technical matters 
should be discussed in the House, and after the second reading 
he would suggest that it should be referred to a select com- 
mittee. 

Lord St. LEonarDs had no objection to refer both this Bill 
and the Bill for simplifying the transfer of land to a select com- 
mittee. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 

Trustees Rewer Bit. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Tuesday, March 23. 
THe TRANSFER OF LanD Bitt, AnD TENANTS FOR LIFE, 
Trustees, X&c., BIL. 

Lord CRANWORTH, in moving the second reading of these 
Bills, said that they must be considered as the result of pro- 
ceedings commenced in 1846. Immediately after the passing of 
the corn-laws, a select committee had been appointed to inquire 
into the burdens affecting landed proprietors; and that com- 
mittee reported that the value of land was decreased by the 
expense attendant upon its transfer, and they recommended the 
adoption of a system of registration of title as being essential 
to any attempt at simplifying the conveyance of real estate. In 
the year 1847 a royal commission was issued, directed to 
several persons of great eminence, 2mong whom were the late 
Lord Langdale, the late Lord Beaumont, Mr. Bellenden Kerr, 
and other conveyancers, and a few solicitors; and that com- 
mission, in its report in the year 1850, recommended the esta- 
blishment of a general registration of deeds relating to the 
transfer of real property. The subject continued to occupy 
both Houses, but no result had as yet been arrived at. In the 
year 1853, soon after he received the Great Seal, he brought in 
a Bill to give effect to the recommendatio: of that commission, 
and that Bill had passed their Lordships’ House; but in the 
House of Commons it had been referred to a select committee, 
who recommended a new commission to inquire into the possi- 
bility of establishing a registration of title, as distinguished 
from the registration of deeds. The commission proposed to 
convert the whole system at present in use for the transfer of 
real estate into a system bearing a close analogy to that by 
which shares in public companies, such as railway shares, were 
transferred. He had come to the conclusion that such a 
oourse would not be safe or prudent, even if it were practicable, 
which he very much questioned. He then felt it his duty 
to endeavour to provide a substitute which might effect 
the object sought for by that commission, and he had 
therefore caused to be prepared these two Bills, The great 
evil which existed was the expense of dealing with land 


either by way of sale or mortgage, and it would be a great 
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benefit to the landholder if a cheap and expeditious mode could 
be devised for conveying real estate. At present, if a man 
wished to purchase an estate he was provided with an abstract 
of title, and that had to be laid before counsel to advise upon 
the validity of the title, and the whole process was very tedious 
and expensive. Under the present system of transfer the pur- 
chaser regarded the probable expense of the conveyance as 
part of the cost of the property. If the expense of investi- 
gating the title occurred once for all, the evil of the present 
system might be tolerable; but the misfortune was, that as soon 
as the purchaser who had obtained his costly conveyance 
wished to sell or mortgage the estate, the proposed purchaser or 
mortgagee naturally enough said,.“I must have the title 
looked to by my lawyer,” for no prudent purchaser or mort- 
gagee would depend upon the assurance of any conveyancer 
who might have investigated the title on behalf of the vendor 
or mortgagor. And that costly process of investigating the 
title was repeated every time that the estate was sold or 
mortgaged. He proposed to remedy the evil by an enact- 
ment that would prevent the necessity of any further in- 
vestigation of the title for at least a considerable number of 
years. He believed that the course he proposed was pursued 
in some of the countries in Europe on the sale of land. That 
course, which was a very natural one, was as follows:—When 
a person wished to sell his land, he might say that the sale 
should be conducted, not by himself or his agents, but through 
the instrumentality of a court of justice, which should investi- 
gate whether his title was good. If the title were found to be 
good, the Court gave a conveyance, which in point of validity 
was equal to what we knew under the name of a parliamentary 
title. The very sanction given by the Court stamped the title 
to the land as good to all intents and purposes. No person 
could doubt the great advantage of that course. An objection 
might be raised that the interests of third parties, not before the 
Court either as seller or purchaser, might be prejudiced by its 
adoption; but the chance of any prejudice to them was so infi- 
nitesimally small, that he thought, that, for the sake of the great 
advantages of the proposed course, there should be no fear of 
running the risk of prejudicing those interests. An outcry, he 
knew, might Le made against his proposal to effect sales by 
the machinery of the Court of Chancery; but he did not pro- 
pose that anything like a suit in Chancery should be com- 
menced. All that he proposed was, that if a person wished to 
sell his estate, he might (for this was not a compulsory, but 
merely an enabling Bill) present a short petition to the 
Court of Chancery, praying that his estate might be sold 
through the medium of the Court. The purchaser would pay 
his money into court; and the title would be investigated by 
the conveyancing counsel of the court, just as was now done in 
the case of sales directed by the Court of Chancery. It might 
be said that the purchaser would not be active in discovering 
objections if he knew that the Court was about to give him an 
unimpeachable title; but that objection was rather technical 
than real. Sales of land had been efiected by the Court forvery 
many years, and perhaps not oftener than once in twenty years 
did any error occur on the part of those employed by the Court 
to investigate titles. But he would increase the security against 
error, because he proposed that whenever a sale should take 
place notice should be inserted in the newspaper published in 
the locality of the property intended to be sold. That notice 
would warn all persons who had claims adverse to the vendor 
to bring their claims before the Court, which, if it should think 
proper, would have the power of ordering their costs to be paid 
by the vendor. The Lord Chancellor would be empowered by 
the Bill to frame rules to secure the rights of all parties, and 
among other rules one that the vendor and purchaser, and their 
solicitors, should make affidavits stating that everything had 
been disclosed, and that they had no reason to believe or sus- 
pect that any deficiency in the title had not been made known. 
And when to this course was added that prescribed by one of 
the Bills of Lord St. Leonards’, which would make it a mis- 
demeanour to attempt to impose upon persons by concealing, 
upon the sale of property, anything that affected that pro- 
perty, he thought we should have greater security than we ever 
against frauds upon the transfer of property. Some auc- 
ioners had stated that the adoption of this Bill would increase 
he value of estates to the extent of two years’ rent. He would 
now describe the provisions of the second measure—the 
Tenants for Life, Trustees, &c., Bill. Its main object was to 
get rid of a great deal of the prolixity with which many con- 
veyances were at present encumbered. It had often been 
attempted to accomplish this end by giving forms of convey- 
ances, but the endeavour had always failed. Under the present 
system there were introduced into all ordinary deeds a vast 
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number of clauses relating to tenants for life, which he pro- 
posed to render unnecessary by making the powers which they 
were intended to confer incidents of law to the estate. Until 
two years ago, upon a marriage settlement, for example, a 
tenant for life had no power, independently of any special power 
that might be given him, to lease, except for his own life. That 
power had since been materially extended, and in most well- 
drawn settlements, the tenant for life had power to lease upon 
building leases. He merely proposed an extension of that 
principle; and, in place of introducing a multitude of clauses in 
every deed to conter those powers, to make them incidents to 
the estate of every tenant for life, unless the instrument which 
created the tenancy for life excluded them. He did not pro- 
pose to make the power of sale incident to the estate of a 
tenant for life; but he thought if the settlement gave the power 
of sale or exchange, that all that mass of matter which was 
usually inserted for the purpose of conferring it might 
be omitted, and that the power might be considered as an 
incident of the estate. So, also, with respect to mortgages, 
Deeds of that description were very complicated and prolix, and 
contained a great number of powers which he proposed to make 
mere incidents of the estate of a mortgagee. ‘The Bill included 
also a similar provision with respect to the mode in which the 
ordinary trust funds of a personal estate were to be invested. 
When their Lordships came to examine the Bill, he trusted they 
would read the appendix, which contained a number of extracts 
relative to the modern practice of conveyancing. In conclusion, 
he moved the second reading of the first Bill. 

Lord St. LEonarps said, the main object of the first Bill 
was to establish a tribunal which should give a warranty of 
title as against all comers, and it appeared to be founded 
upon the measure which had established the Encumbered Estates 
Court in Ireland. It must be remembered, however, that the 
circumstances of the two countries were entirely different. 
In Ireland, where estates were so desperately eccumbered, that 
it was impossibl: to effect a sale of them, the Act which insti- 
tuted that court was, uo doub:, a very wise one; but, whether 
we were to have such a court in England, where no such diffi- 
culties existed, and where the only object was to obtain a tri- 
bunal that should give a warranty of title, was a very different 
question. Estates were not so encumbered in England that it 
was impossible to make a sale of them; but the difficulty was, 
the complication of title arising out of <he rights which all men 
reserved over their property. ‘The question was, could a tri. 
bunal be established to carry out the sale of land by giving a 
parliamentary title, and what was to be the nature of that  tri- 
bunal ? ‘The noble lord suggested the Court of Chancery ; but 
if this extra amount of work were thrown on that court, its 
energies would be paralyzed. ‘The business now was quite as 
much as it could get through; and, if it were called on to dis- 
charge any additional duties, the machinery which had been 
established in 1852 with so much labour and expense would be 
destroyed. If the chief clerks were examined, they would, one 
and all, declare that their present work was quite as much as 
they could do, and that it was perfectly impossible for them 
to undertake this duty without throwing the whole course 
of business into confusion. ‘The equity judges, too, he was 
sure, would tell their Lordships that it wos impossible to give 
more time to chamber business. Wonld the legal profession 
endure to see the whole conveyancing business of the country 
made the monopoly of half-a-dozen gentlemen? ‘The noble 
lord was always for throwing new duties on the Court of Chan- 
cery, and it was with great difficulty that that court ‘had been 
saved last year from the divorce and matrimonial business. 
Clearly, however, the Court of Chancery would not do in this 
instance. Were their Lordships prepared, then, to establish an 
entirely new tribunal? If that were done, it was not necessary 
to import into it all the expensive machinery of the Court of 
Chancery. The noble lord argued that these sales could be 
effected quite as efficiently by a court of justice as in the ordi- 
nary manner; but it was absurd to think that a public fune- 
tionary who had no interest either one way or another would 
exercise the same caution and vigilance as the parties them- 
selves. Titles would not be one-half so well sifted and ex- 
amined by such a tribunal as they were now. In a recent dis- 
cussion upon a Bill which he had introduced for facilitating the 
transfer of land, Lord Cranworth put the case of a peer selling 
an estate which was in settlement, having three daughters and 
no son by his first wife, and subsequently, by a second mar- 
riage, having a son more than twenty years after the sale. But 
by his Bill persons born within twenty years, or any person 
entitled to sue for them, might protect their rights by applica- 
tion to the Court of Chancery; whereas, by this Bill, from the 
moment of the sale being authorised by the Court of Chancery 
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the claim of such persons would be totally excluded, without 
any reservation of twenty years, or of any time whatever. The 
only object of the Bill which he had submitted was to facilitate 
the transfer of land, by saving expense, by removing obstacles 
in the way of titles, by enabling safe purchases to be made, and 
by such alterations of the law as would afford no reasonable 
ground of objection, without any of the violent changes which 
this Bill would necessitate. 

Lord CAMPBELL acceded to the second reading, upon the un- 
derstanding that the Bill should be referred to a select com- 
mittee. There was a great distinction between the powers of the 
Encumbered Estates Court and the powers sought by this 
measure. Encumbered property was compulsorily brought into 
the Encumbered Estates Court, and forced to a sale, by which 
he feared in a great many instances injustice had been done. 
But his noble friend proposed to give a voluntary power to the 
owner in fee simple, who was about to sell an estate, to sell it 
through this medium, by which he would greatly benefit him- 
self, and probably the purchaser. The only objection to the 
principle of the Bill was the danger of doing wrong to third 
parties, because a Parliamentary title would exclude all who 
had not come in and made their claim. With regard to the 
Act establishing the Encumbered Estates Court in Ireland, it 
was first taken up by Sir Robert Peel, and was cordially adopted 
by the Government of which he was a member. He had the 
credit of that measure, and he had encountered difficulties in 
passing it, particularly from the objection that there would be 
danger of persons being robbed of their estates. He argued 
that confidence might be reposed in the officers of the Court, 
and justice would be done to all. Their Lordships gave weight 
to that argument, and passed the Bill. What had been the 
result ? Of estates to the amount of many millions sterling 
disposed of under its operation, there was not a single instance 
of a mistake being made or any person being wronged. 

The Earl of DoNouGHMORE was understood to intimate that 
there were such instances. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, they were of very small consequence 
when compared with the benefits conferred. ‘The Encumbered 
Estates Act had exercised a most salutary effect in Ireland, 
and he hoped an attempt would be made to engraft the principle 
of the Irish Act upon our English procedure. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE thought the Transfer of Land Bill likely 
to be beneficial, but had great doubts about the second Bill. 
The first Bill was a substitute for a register; but to a register, 
he believed, we must come at last. Common sense and reason 
would bring us to adopt a similar system to that which prevailed 
in Scotland. Whether such a Bill as that now before the House 
would encumber the Court of Chancery with more business than 
it could discharge, he was not so competent to pronounce an 
opinion upon as Lord St. Leonards. His belief was, however, that 
the judges of the Court of Chancery were not sufficient in number 
to transact all the conveyancing of the country. His chief objec- 
tion, however, was that the Bill would afford the means of selling an 
estate behind a person’s back. It was said that the Irish Encum- 
bered Estates Act had succeeded, and he believed it had, but it was 
not true that no one had ever complained of his property having 
been sold behind his back. No doubt the Court of Chancery 
would make excellent rules for carrying the Bill into effect, and 
would provide the machinery for investigating titles; but the 
Bill did not seem to provide the means for getting all the objec- 
tions to a title. The Court could only rely upon having two 
parties before it, the purchaser and the vendor, whose interests 
were both concerned in converting a bad title into a good one. 
He trusted that the Legislature would ultimately come to the 
more reasonable mode of transferring property by a public 
register. 

_ Lord BroveHam was willing to see these Bills read a second 
time on the understanding that they should be referred to a 
select committee. He did not entertain any apprehension that 
the Court of Chancery would be likely to be encumbered and 
its action paralyzed by the influx of business under the present 
Bill, because provision was made in the Bill for affording addi- 
tional assistance to the Court in the event of its becoming over- 
crowded. It was not to be supposed that the same proportion 
of business would be brought into the Court of Chancery under 
this Bill that came before the Irish Eneumbered Estates Court, 
for the obvious reason that the Irish Act was a temporary 
measure to meet a temporary evil. He agreed with Lord 
Wensleydale that the present Bill halted between two principles, 
and that we must come to a register at last. ‘The objections 
to such a measure existed, however, to such an extent in the 
country that in Yorkshire, in October, 1831, there was greater 
excitement about the Registry Act, then just proposed, than 
upon the Reform Bill. The professional men of Yorkshire 





objected to the Bill, because they were afraid it would be too 
favourable to the system of centralization. The same feeling existed 
to a certain extent still So much advantage had accrued from 
the system of copyhold conveyancing, that a wish very generally 
prevailed to see it extended to lands held under other tenures. 
Last year he had introduced a Bill to effect, in some degree, 
this object. That Bill he would again lay on the table, and he 
hoped that it would be sent to a select committee along with 
the other measures. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, it seemed to him more conve- 
nient to defer further discussion till they saw in what shape the 
Bill came from the select committee. He regretted that his 
noble friend had only dealt with one part of a very large sub- 
ject, though he had adverted to the commission, who had made 
a report last year, embracing the whole bearings of this ques- 
tion, and among others that part comprehended in the present 
Bill. There was, no doubt, a strong current setting in in 
favour of the registration of titles, but this Bill was, in fact, 
only dealing with a part of that great and very comprehensive 
question. He was not without hopes that it might be in the 
power of the Government to introduce some measure which 
would embrace all those important provisions that were re- 
quired by the state of public feeling, and which would so 
much promote the public interests. He hoped, therefore, 
that his noble friend, having agreed to refer the mea- 
sure to a select committee, would postpone the further 
consideration of it, for the purpose of seeing whether it 
might not be within the power of the Government to introduce 
a large measure, one that would comprehend the object aimed 
at by his noble friend, and at the same time include those other 
important objects to which he had already alluded. He was 
afraid that if his noble friend persevered in his Bill there would 
be raised in another place very strong objections to the manner 
in which he proposed to apply the machinery of the Court of 
Chancery to carrying out his object. 

Lord CranwortH had thought it best to introduce so much 
of a measure as was likely to receive support, and not to 
encumber it with provisions respecting registration, which 
would probably cause its rejection. The object he had 
in view was to make the transfer of land infinitely easier and 
more satisfactory to the purchaser. The purchaser would 
generally give two years more for a parliamentary title. He 
had proposed the machinrey of the Court of Chancery, because 
if there was a great pressure it would prove that the measure 
was a popular one, and then it would be exceedingly easy, if 
necessary, either to establish a new court to deal with this 
great influx of business, or else to add to the machinery of the 
Court of Chancery for the same purpose. One of the most 
unsafe modes of carrying out reforms was to introduce them in 
connection with a large and expensive machinery, which, if it 
was not found to answer, could not be got rid of without heavy 
compensation. 

The Bill was then read a second time, as was also the 
Tenants for Life, Trustees, &c., Bill. 

IMPRISONMENT FOR Dest Apouition BILL. 

Lord BrovGHam said, it was not his intention then to press 
either this Bill (which stood on the paper for a second reading) 
or one on the subject of the bankruptcy law, which he had 
introduced. The two Bills would be deferred until the 
measures of the Government dealing with the same subjects had 
been brought in. 

The Bill was postponed accordingly. 

Thursday, March 25. 
Liper Brit. 

Lord CAMPBELL, in postponing the second reading of this 
Bill till an early day after Easter, expressed a hope that the 
noble earl at the head of the Government would in the mean- 
time study it, in order that he might form an opinion on the 
subject. 

The Earl of Dersy promised to do so 

TRANSFER OF LAND BILL, AND TENANTS FOR LIFE, 
Trustees, &c., BULL. 

On the motion of Lord CRANWORTH the select committee to 

consider these Bills was nominated. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. * 
Tuesday, March 23. 
Coroners’ INQUESTS. 


Mr. Coprert gave notice that, on an early day after Easter, 
he would move for a select committee to inquire into the law 
and practice as regards the taking of inquisitions in cases of 
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death, and the appointment, duties, and remuneration of the 
officers employed therein; and, also, whether it is expedient 
that any, and if any, what alterations should be made in such 
matters. 
Thursday, March 25. 
Tue Crmunat Statute Law. 


Sir H. Kearrne asked the Attorney-General whether it was 
the intention of Government to introduce the Bills for the 
consolidation and amendment of the criminal statute law 
which were prepared by the Statute Law Commission, and 
announced by the late Government. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, the Bills referred to constituted 
an essential, though a small, portion of the consolidation of the 
entire statute law of the country, a work which had long been 
in active progress, under the superintendence of the Statute 
Law Commission. They had already undergone the considera- 
tion of the House of Lords; but there was also a great number 
of other Bills, which, though in an advanced state of prepara- 
tion, had not yet been submitted to Parliament. The whole 
subject had received the anxious attention of the Government, 
and on a very early day after Easter he proposed to move the 
first reading of the Criminal Law Consolidation Bills in that 
House. In the event of the House agreeing to read the Bills a 
first time, it was his intention, probably on the motion for the 
second reading, or after the Billsshould have been read the second 
time, to move for the appointment of a select committee, to 
consider, not only the expediency and practicability of the 
entire scheme of consolidation of the statute law, but certain 
other objects, which had already engaged the attention of Par- 
liament, and among others the necessity of some provision being 
made for the more simple and more accurate preparation of 
public measures. He hoped that the result of the labours of 
that committee would be, that the whole consolidation scheme 
would receive the sanction of that House, and that a Board 
would be appointed to carry into effect the resolution of the 
House relative to the construction of Acts of Parliament. 


The Scotch Law of Bankrupten. 


(From our Edinburgh Correspondent.) 

It may be safely inferred from the fact of the legal profes- 
sion having combined with the mercantile community to 
demand an alteration or amendment of the existing law of 
bankruptcy, that some change will soon be made. [ entirely 
concur in the observation which fell from Lord Campbell on 
the 18th of February last, that the law should be entirely re- 
cast, and that mere amendment here and there will not meet 
the existing anomalies and imperfections; but when I see, not- 
withstanding all that has been said and written on the subject, 
that Lord Cranworth still appears to contemplate that the judge 
in bankruptcy shall invest, secure, and ultimately distribute 
the money that may from time to time be realised from bank- 
rupt estates; and that the delegates of the Association for the 
Promotion of Social Science, at a recent meeting, could only 
get the length, in the direction of our law, of resolving that the 
freest scope should be given to arrangements for winding-up 
bankrupt estates under private trusts or assignments, and that 
the distinction between bankruptcy and insolvency should be 
abolished—I confess that I have no great expectation that any 
such bold course will be followed as to remodel altogether the 
existing system. 

It has always appeared to me to be conclusive evidence of the 
radical imperfection of the English law of bankruptcy, that it 
should have driven the public to the adoption of such cumbrous 
machinery for winding up bankrupt estates as assignments, 
which I understand to be voluntary trusts for behoof of cre- 
ditors, and in regard to which Mr. Lawrance has, as I think 
most justly, observed that they can only work well when there 
is no dishonesty on the part either of the creditor or debtor. 
Such trusts are never seen in Scotland, except in very special 
circumstances; and one cannot hear there such a mode of 
realising a bankrupt estate mentioned without having the enor- 
mous expense of it immediately suggested to the mind. I can 
only understand the contentment of Englishmen under such a 
system by beliéving Mr. Wells’ assertion, that it is cheaper to 
wind up a bankrupt estate in England under a deed of assign- 
ment than under the existing law, and considering that, in this 
view, a system of legalised and favoured assignments would be 
something gained. I am equally satisfied that little comparative 
benefit would arise from amendment confined to the abolition of 
accountants and brokers, as proposed by Mr. Reed; and Pro- 











fessor Leoni Levi's proposition to compel, as I understand him 
the community to adopt the assistance of the Bankruptcy Court 
for the purpose of diminishing the average expense to those few 
who would willingly resort to it, is perfectly monstrous. But 
to whatever length improvement may be carried, it seems quite 
clear, if we may judge from the tone of the numerous articles 
which have appeared in The Solicitors’ Journal on the subject, 
that the patchwork legislation suggested in the House of Lords 
this session will not be received as sufficient, and will not 
restore to the administration of this important branch of the 
law the confidence and support of either the mercantile or legal 
public. But when I see that the principle of the Scotch law is 
pretty well understood, and its operation referred to by Mr. 
Lawrance and others, with more or less of intelligence, I feel 
that I ought to hope that the legislature will be compelled to 
adopt, if not the whole law of Scotland on this subject, at least 
some of its fundamental principles; for, to talk of engrafting it 
upon the English system, from which it differs in all essential 
principles, is simply nonsense. If the principle of the Scotch 
law of bankruptcy be once adopted, I have no fear of the sys- 
tem working itself into favour. 

Something more than presumption, indeed, arises in favour of 
that system, from the fact that its principles meet with unani- 
mous approval in that part of the kingdom in which it is in 
force. Some years ago, Lord Brougham, for two successive 
sessions, laid on the table of the House of Lords a Bill for 
assimilating the Scottish to the English procedure in bank- 
ruptcy; but it was met with such a volley of hostile petitions, 
from nearly every commercial and legal association in the 
country, that it was never, I believe, pushed beyond a second 
reading in the Upper House. Two circumstances concur in 
proving that this opposition was not due to mere national pre- 
judice. The first, that in Scotland, under the existing system, 
(which has often undergone extension and improvement, but in 
its leading characteristics has always remained the same), nearly 
all insolvent estates are, in point of fact, wound up under the 
bankrupt law; the second, that the whole expense of realising 
and distributing the funds averages only 9} per cent. of the 
assets, varying from 7 to 12 per cent. I may observe, in pass- 
ing, that I do not know where Mr. Hastings obtained his infor- 
mation that the average cost only amounts to 8 per cent. of the 
assets, but I think it is a little understated by him. It is not 
wonderful, then, that the Scotch public should prefer a system 
which gives such results to one which makes the Court of 
Bankruptcy only a terror to creditors, and mulcts them, on the 
average, of nearly 30 per cent. of their debtors’ remaining 
funds in larger bankruptcies, and of from 50 to 100 per cent. 
in the smaller bankruptcies; and it may not, therefore, be out 
of place to give the readers of the Journal a pretty full sketch 
of the system in operation in Scotland, and of the procedure 
under and connected with a Scottish sequestration, leaving 
those who may desire to fill up the details and acquire a more 
complete knowledge of the law than can be obtained from a 
paper like this, to consult Mr. Boyd Kinnear’s recent treatise 
on the Bankruptcy (Scotland) Act, 1856,* which is now before 
me, and to which, as the best and most complete treatise on the 
subject, I shall always refer. Those who may consult this work 
will find it clear and lucid in arrangement, besides being his- 
torically useful; because, by a particular arrangement, explained 
in the preface, the alterations which have taken place in the 
law from time to time are distinctly marked out. ‘The circum- 
stances under which Mr. Boyd Kinnear came to be connected 
with the preparation of the Bankrupt Act, while they must 
have compelled him to give particular attention to this branch 
of the law, must also have afforded him peculiar opportunities of 
acquiring exact legal knowledge on the subject. He still appears 
to keep up his interest in the subject, if we may judge by his 
communication in No. 50 of this Journal. I ought, perhaps, to 
mention that, although Mr. Boyd Kinnear is now practising at 
the Chancery bar, his work is written exclusively for Scotch 
practitioners, and he makes use of Scotch technical words 
throughout. It may assist English readers, therefore, to have 
some of these translated. I shall accordingly endeavour to do 
so, but I shall not, of course, be expected to make use of Eng- 
lish terms with scrupulous accuracy; and it will be borne in 
mind that a technical term in one law can scarcely ever find an 
exact equivalent in a different law. i : 

With these prefatory remarks, I may observe that the leading 
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principle of the Scottish system of bankruptcy, to the adoption 
of which the beneficial results already mentioned sre almost 
wholly due, is the committal to the creditors themselves of the 
whole administration of the bankruptcy. They recover, invest, 
and distribute the funds; they decide upon the bankrupt’s pro- 
tection and allowance; they determine the dividends to be paid; 
they decide on the proof of the debts by themselves or their 
own elected officer. The law gives them facilities; compels 
them to use due expedition; restrains them from glaring in- 
justice; and in some cases gives to parties aggrieved by their 
proceedings a remedy by a cheap and speedy appeal. But 
further than this it does not interfere with them. It gives a 
remedy against abuse when abuse occurs; but it does not 
assume that abuse will always occur. It provides safeguards 
against dishonesty, but it leaves honesty untrammelled; and it 
trusts that a common interest will in general lead men to con- 
clusions as just, and a course of acting among themselves as 
fair as any that a court of justice, with its cumbrous official- 
ism, could im: In short, the interposition of the law in 
bankruptcy is not greatly different in kind, though it may be 
in degree, from that which is found to exist in the ordinary 
transactions and contracts of private individuals. Its power is 
not invoked until the parties have found themselves incapable 
of extricating their own affairs in an amicable manner. The 
operation of the law being thus limited, the objections to con- 
ferring bankruptcy jurisdiction on the county court judges 
may not appear so formidable as they do at present to many in 
England; and Mr. Field might perhaps, in these circumstances, 
reconcile himself to creditors obtaining Jaw and justice like the 
general public, without being called upon to maintain special 
and separate judges and officers at their own expense. 

Having explained the general principle upon which the 
Scotch system is founded, I may now state shortly— 

1. The nature of Notour Bankruptey—The law of Scotland 
recognises two species of bankruptcy; the one called notour 
(that is, notorious) bankruptcy, which is simply a status of ad- 
mitted insolvency, and in which the notour bankrupt’s acts are 
subjected to certain legal rules intended to defeat fraud, and to 
secure the equal payment of creditors obtaining judgments 
against him. ‘The other is bankruptcy under a sequestration, 
corresponding to the adjudication of bankruptcy in England. 
Notour bankruptcy is constituted by insolvency, combined 
with execution of diligence (i ¢. execution of mesne or 
final process) against either the person or estate of 
the debtor, or combined with his absconding, or for- 
cibly defending himself against such diligence. These 
circumstances of themselves constitute notour bankruptcy, 
without any declaration by a Court. The existence, therefore, 
of notour bankruptcy comes to be tried only in the course of 
other proceedings founded upon it, when such proceedings are 
necessary. When once constituted, it continues until insolvency 
ceases. Notour bankruptcy of a company or corporation is 
eonstituted either directly by insolvency, followed by diligence 
against the company or corporate estates, or by the notour 
bankruptcy of any of the partners or members for a company 
or corporate debt. 

The effect of notour bankruptcy standing by itself is, that 
all subsequent voluntary alienations of property by the debtor 
to conjunct or confident persons (i. ¢. near relatives, or persons 
in a confidential relation), are void as against creditors; that all 
alienations of property to a creditor by way of preference or 
satisfaction, made within sixty days prior to notour bankruptcy, 
are void as against the other creditors; and that all arrestments 
(i.e. warrants of courts commanding parties who hold money 
or goods belonging to the debtor to retain possession till an 
action against him has been tried, or his creditor has obtained 
payment of his debt out of such arrested money or goods), or 
poindings (i. e, execution under a fi. fa.), obtained within sixty 
days before, or four months after, notour bankruptcy, are 
ranked pari passu as if they had all been used of the same 
date. Lastly, the state of notour bankruptcy renders a debtor 
liable to sequestration, on the application of his creditors, at 
any time within four months after its constitution. 

2. Who may be sequestrated—Prior to the statute of 1856, 
the remedy of sequestration was restricted, as in England, to 
traders. The extension to all classes of the community had 
been often proposed, and indeed, on one occasion, a bill for 
carrying it out passed the House of Commons, but it was only 
in the year above mentioned that it became law, that all per- 
80ns, without distinction, and all companies and corporate 
bodies, should be liable to the process of sequestration. The 
sole rug sean requisite is, that. they be “ subject to the juris- 
diction of the supreme courts of Scotland.” This is commonly 
supposed to signify that they must be either domiciled in Scot- 








land, or be owners of real or persenal property, or have resided 
for forty days there, since in any of these cases an action may 
be brought against them in the supreme courts. But it has 
not yet been judicially decided what period of residence in 
Scotland will, in the sense of the Act, render a foreigner sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the supreme courts. It may, how- 
ever, be observed in passing, that one of the judges has inti- 
mated a strong opinion, that even if such a foreigner be under 
the jurisdiction sufficiently to entitle him to obtain an award 
of sequestration, it is in the power of the Court to recall such 
sequestration at their discretion on the application of any cre- 
ditor, if it shall be made to appear that the bankruptcy ought 
properly to have been prosecuted elsewhere. 

It may be also here remarked, that, in the event of the assets 
turning out to be under £100, the Court has power, on the ap- 
plication of a majority of the creditors, to order that the 
sequestration shall operate only as a cessio (i. e., discharge 
under the Insolvent Acts). Sequestration then may be 2 
of the estates of any person “subject to the jurisdiction of the 
supreme courts of Scotland,” on his own application, whether 
he is notour bankrupt or not, with the concurrence of creditors; 
on the application of creditors alone if he is notour bankrupt, 
and have resided or had a dwelling-house or place of business 
in Scotland for a year previously. It may also be awarded of 
the estates of any deceased person who at the date of his death 
was subject to the jurisdiction of the supreme courts of Scot- 
land, on the application of any person to whom he had given a 
mandate to apply for sequestration, no concurrence of credi- 
tors being in this case required; or on the application of eredi- 
tors, whether he was or was not notour bankrupt, and without 
reference to his place of residence; but if not notour bankrupt, 
unless the successor consent, the sequestration cannot be awarded 
till six months after death. 

The creditors who concur in an application, or themselves 
apply, must hold debts to the same amount as in ‘applying for 
an adjudication in England. 

(To be continued. ) 
= ———_—~>---—_-——-- 


Law Amendment Society. 


This society met on Monday, the 15th ult., Lord Brovenam 
in the chair. 

Mr. Ep@ax read a report on professional remuneration [which 
appeared in the Solicitors’ Journal 27th ult.] 

Mr. LAWRANCE moved that the report just read be printed 
and circulated among the members, and be taken into con- 
sideration at a future meeting. 

Mr. GiLmovR, in seconding the motion, drew the attention of 
the meeting to the great difference that existed between pro- 
fessional remuneration in England and in Scotland, especially 
in obtaining judgments on bills of exchange. It a from 
a return, moved for by Lord Brougham, which had just been 
presented to the House of Lords, that the average expense of 
obtaining a judgment in the superior courts of Scotland on 2 
bill of exchange was only £1, and in the Sheriffs’ Courts 
only 14s.; whereas, it was given in evidence before a select 
committee of the House of Commons, by one of the Masters of 
the Court of Common Pleas, that, in England, the cost under 
Sir Henry Keating’s Act of obtaining a judgment on a bill of 
exchange was 41. 10s. There had been three returns ordered 
by the House of Lords, for the purpose of showing the differ- 
ence in the expense of obtaining a judgment on a bill of ex- 
change under Sir Henry Keating’s Bills of Exchange Act on 
the one hand, and under Lord Brougham’s Bill on the other, by 
which it was proposed to introduce into England the Scottish 
system for recovery on bills of exchange. The first was di- 
rected to the Keeper of the General Register of Protests on 
Bills of Exchange at Edinburgh; the second to the Sheriffs’ 
Clerks of Scotland; and the third to the Taxing Master of 
the three Superior Courts of Common Law in England. The 
two returns from Scotland have been duly made to the House 
of Lords; the third has not yet been made, but it is desirable 
that it should be made as early as possible, because it was im- 
portant to ascertain, on official authority, from the items of 
charges which those returns taken together would show, how it 
was that the public paid the profession four times the amount 
in England which was paid to a solicitor in Scotland for ob- 
taining a judgment on a bill of exchange. 

Mr. TEvLon thought the question of remuneration a most 
important one, and that it lay at the root of all law reform, 
touching, as it did, the relations between the public and the 
legal profession. 








446 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Mar. 27, 1858. 








Mr. H. ALLEN thought that the report should not set forth 
that professional remuneration was insufficient. 

Mr. Francis said, it was a very difficult subject to grasp, and 
disputes always would arise on taxation of bills of costs. From 
his own experience, he had observed that the work worst done 
was worst paid for, and that ample remuneration for work well 
done was readily given. The report would create an unfavour- 
able impression in the public mind if allowed to advocate the 
insufficiency of professional remuneration. He, therefore, moved, 
as an amendment, that it be referred back to the committee and 
reconsidered. ‘ 

Mr. WAKEFIELD seconded the amendment. 
tainly thought the legal profession well paid. 

Mr. Lawrance urged the publication of the report. He did 
not pledge himself to the recommendations of the committee, 
and was at present unprepared to say that solicitors were too 
well or too ill paid; but he thought that the subject was of 
such an important nature, that the report should be printed at 
once, and circulated amongst the members. 

Mr. Hastines thought that the remarks alluded to in the re- 
port were misunderstood; all, as far as he was aware, that was 
stated was this—that though many portions of a solicitor’s work 
might be well paid for, other parts of it were often ill remune- 
rated. The point raised by Mr. Gilmour, though very impor- 
tant in itself, hardly touched the question, but must be referred 
to the difference in the substantive law of England and Scot- 
land relating to bills of exchange. As long as it was necessary 
to take out a writ in order to obtain judgment on a bill of ex- 
change, the expense would be greater than in Scotland, where 
no writ was necessary. The real question raised by the report 
was this—were solicitors to be obliged to charge according to an 
inexorable tariff, and in one particular way? or were they, like 
all other professional men, to be free to make a bargain with a 
client in the way which each might think most fitted to his 
interest ? 

Mr. G. B. ALLEN said that the report did not sufficiently de- 
monstrate the opinion put forth in it ; he should like to see 
some proofs and illustrations added. He also objected to the 
proposed abolition of the taxing masters. 

Mr. Ep¢ar defended the report, and maintained that the 
most valuable work of solicitors was indifferently remunerated. 
The vice of the present system was, that it had a tendency to 
secure good pay for the worst kind of services, and to do in- 
justice to the best. 

Lord BrovucHam, in putting the question, expressed a high 
opinion of the value of the report. 

The amendment was negatived by a considerable majority, 
and the original motion carried. 


The public cer- 


This society met again on Monday, the 22nd ult., Lord 
Brovcua. in the chair. 

Mr. Hastines presented a report from the committee on the 
Law of Legitimacy. 

Dr. WappILove thought the reform should assimilate the 
laws of England and Scotland on the point of legitimacy, so 
that the disgraceful anomaly, that a man might be legitimate 
on one side of the Border and illegitimate on the other, might 
be done away with. He moved the adoption and printing of 
the report. 

Mr. Gitmocr concurred with Dr. Waddilove. The Scotch 
action of declarator extended to a number of rights besides 
those of marriage and legitimacy. 

Lord Broveuam said, it would no doubt be a beneficial 
change if the whole law of marriage and legitimacy could be 
made the same throughout Great Britain; but there were great 
difficulties in the way. The legitimatio per subsequens matri- 
monium which prevailed in Scotland, would not be suffered in 
this country, the opposition being as old as the famous nolumus 
leges Anglia inutare of the barons. The scandal of leaving it 
uneertain whether a man was legitimate or not he had tried to 
remedy, but unsuccessfully, by bill in 1845; one portion of 
this measure, to prevent run-away marriages in Scotland by 
compelling residence in that country previous to the ceremony, 
he had carried last year. The law of divorce in Scotland was 
in a most unsatisfactory state; and Scotland might, in this 
respect, learn much from England; but he feared there was 
little prospect of amendment. 

Mr. Cuantys Wenerex said that the marriage law of Scot- 
land had been productive of morality in that country. 

Mr. Go_psmip thought the recent returns of illegitimacy did 
not say much for the morality of Scotland. He approved of 
the principle of the report. 

x. Hastixas seconded the motion. The hardship of the 
present state of things might not be frequently felt, but it was 





great when it did arise, and the means of redress ought to be 
afforded. 

The motion was carried. 

Lord BrovuGHam thought it would be very advisable to have 
a bill prepared. He had Sir Fitzroy Kelly's authority to state 
that he would take charge of such a measure, and introduce it 
immediately. 

It was moved by Mr. Hastines, seconded by Mr. Francis, 
and carried, that the committee be requested to prepare a bill 
forthwith. 


Another meeting of this society was held on Monday, the 
8th inst., to consider the best mode of remedying the existing 
defects in the Jaw relating to the transfer of land. Lord 
BrouGuHam presided. 

Mr. Epwarp WEBSTER read a voluminous report of the real 
property committee of the society, to whom the subject of 
the transfer of land had been referred, which went at some 
length into the difficulties and expense attending the present 
cumbrous system; the latter of which was so great as almost 
to deter persons from becoming landed proprietors, and to re- 
duce materially the value of land as an investment. The 
charges for investigating titles to land increased in per-centage 
in proportion to the small amount of the purchase-money, and 
there was no power of keeping the results of such investigation 
alive, so as to be effective in any subsequent dealings with the 
property. The report proceeded to analyse the various schemes 
which have been proposed for dealing with the subject, and 
stated that it appeared to the committee that the registration of 
title, as contradistinguished from the instrument creating it, is 
the best principle upon which the transfer of land can be per- 
manently improved. The various objections to this plan were 
then touched upon, and it was contended that such a proposition 
was no novelty, as the principle was already adopted in Ireland, 
in Scotland, and in this country, as regarded copyhold property. 
The details for carrying out the principle suggested by the 
cormmittee were then gone into at some length, and the report 
was left in the hands of the meeting. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD said, the report just read, as well as that of the 
registration commissioners, was founded upon the fancied ana- 
logy between stock and land, which, however, he denied to exist. 
He contended, that the adoption of the principle contained in 
the report would have the effect of conferring a benefit on the 
few at the expense of the many, inasmuch as that all land would 
be forced to come under it. The effect of the scheme would be 
to vest the whole of the land in the country virtually in trustees, 
and would be thus productive of a large amount of fraud; and 
he denied that the great object in view in any change in the ex- 
isting scheme—namely, the diminished expense of a transfer— 
would be at all effected indeed, he thought that it would ulti- 
mately be increased if such a principle as that proposed were 
adopted. 

Mr. Gotpsmip, Q. C., said, that while he concurred in the 
opinion of the committee that the registration of title was the 
only thing that could be effectual in the shape of registration, 
he denied that the supposed simplicity would be attained, as he 
knew from his experience in reference to Irish titles that the 
system of registration in that country gave rise to a very great 
amount of complexity, and was consequently the cause of great 
expense. He observed that it was a perfect fallacy to suppose 
that the title to land would ever be made as simple as the title 
to stock, the nature of the two things being so entirely dif- 
ferent. 

Mr. TEULON moved, and Mr. Bristow: seconded, the adoption 
of the report. 

Admiral SaumMARez apologised for intruding at such a meeting 
as that, but being a large landed proprietor in the county of 
Dorset he wished to state that the landowners one and all in 
that county were in favour of registration, and it was believed 
by them that no step that could be taken in reference to the 
transfer of land would be so beneficial to the country at large 
as that suggested in the report of the committee. He thought, 
however, they had not dwelt sufficiently on the advantages 
which would be conferred on small landowners, 

After some further discussion the report was adopted, and the 
proceedings terminated. 


Another meeting of this society was held on Monday, the 15th 


inst. Lord Brougham in the chair, 

The report on Professional Remuneration was then taken 
into consideration, 

Mr. EpGar moved that the report be adopted, but said that 
in doing so the society should not be asked to affirm the specific 
resolutions appended to the report, but merely to enunciate the 
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general principle contained in it ; that principle was, that the 
present mode of remuncrating attorneys is opposed to sound 
economical principles, and operated unfavourably both toward 
the public and the profession. The attempt to regulate wages 
and the price of provisions had been long abandoned as unsound, 
and there was no reason why the profession of the law should 
be made an exception to what has taken place in other employ- 
ments. Attorneys did not enjoy such a monopoly as made it 
possible for them to impose their own terms on the public. As 
officers of the courts, it could not be fairly considered that they 
should be under such strict regulations as to their charges as at 
present existing ; and with regard to the nature of the work 
which they had to perform, there was nothing which rendered 
it absolutely necessary to fix their payment by law. As to the 
bad effects resulting from it, there could be no doubt it was 
most disadvantageous to the public, who were precluded by it 
from enjoying the full benefit of legal advice. Neither was the 
system calculated to elevate the status of the attorneys them- 
selves, while it certainly tended to narrow the sphere of their 
practice. It had been supposed by some that the report was too 
favourable to the interests of attorneys; but the real object of 
it was the public interest, and the application of the sound 
principles of political economy to an important question of law 
amendment. : 

Mr. SyMonbs agreed generally with the report, but could 
not concur in the first resolution, which stated that there was 
no reason why attorneys should not be remunerated in the same 
way as other persons. He thought that the imperfect arrange- 
ments in attorneys’ offices for the performance of business 
furnished a reason against this proposition. Nine-tenths of an 
attorney's business was not legal in its nature, and yet the legal 
was the only part of his business for which he was properly 
educated ; for the accountant and mercantile part of it he had 
no machinery. Attorneys were now much better lawyers than 
they used to be, and the result was that they had a natural 
tendency towards litigious business, and neglected the rest. 
One of the most important duties they could perform, that of 
managing a client’s affairs for a certain per-centage, was now 
little attended to. He was of opinion that the society should 
not adopt the report, but should previously go into the question 
of the status of an attorney as regarded the public interests. 

Mr. E. LAwRance denied that the business arrangements of 
attorneys were of the imperfect character described. After an 
experience of thirty years, he was able to state that the mode 
of doing business among attorneys was good; and if a man 
rented a good office, with proper rooms and eflicient clerks, he 
did not know what else was to be expected of him in that way. 
Attorneys were better lawyers than they used to be, because 
they were better educated, and taken from a higher class in 
society, and not because they neglected their business arrange- 
ments. He did not, however, altogether concur in the report, as 
he thought that the proposed board was not wanted, and that 
the best plan would be to enlarge the powers of the taxing- 
master, and to give an appeal to the other masters. On the 
whole, it would be better to refer the report back to the 
committee for reconsideration, and he would move an amend- 
ment to that effect. 

Lord BrovuGuam observed, that no mode of payment could 
be fair which overlooked the previous training of the workman. 
Sir Joshuea Reynolds was once asked by a person for whom 
he had painted a small picture, how he could charge so much 
for a work which had only employed him for five days? Sir 
Joshua replied, “ Five days! why I have expended the work of 
thirty-five years upon it.” 

Mr. Symonps explained that he had no intention of 
reflecting on the mode in which attorneys conducted their 
business, What he meant was, that in many oflices there was 
® Want of adequate machinery for the performance of some of 
their duties. 

Mr. Hawes said that, although he was not a member of the 
legal profession, he had had, as a mercantile man, considerable 
experience in matters connected with the law, and had always 
observed that the less respectable the agent, the higher the 
charge imposed for work done. The law did not properly 
remunerate the attorney for some of his services, and therefore 
obliged him to charge in some instances for services he 
did not perform. He quite agreed with the report as to the 
necessity of free trade in professional remuneration, ‘The law 
had been gradually knocking from under us technicalities of 
all sorts, and he saw no reason why solicitors should not be 
remunerated in a manner similar to any other profession, en- 
abling them, if they chose, to make what agreements they 
liked with their clients. Notwithstanding the restrictions im- 
posed on solicitors against making bargains, it is a common 





practice for them to guarantee a certain amount of costs. The 
present system was bad, and placed both client and attorney in 
a false position. 

Mr. G. B. ALLEN supported the amendment. A fallacy ran 
through the report as to the commercial element which it 
sought to introduce into the dealings between an attorney and 
his client. It was impossible to place a bargain between an 
attorney and his client on the same footing as one between 
other people. If a man were run over in the street and his 
leg were broken, how could he make a bargain with his attor- 
ney to bring an action against the injuring party ? 

Mr. Hastings said that he would take the case put by Mr. 
Allen. Why should not a man whose leg had been broken 
make a bargain with the attorney for the recovery of damages, 
just as much as with the surgeon for the setting of the leg ? 
Why should one class of services be charged for in lump rather 
than the other? If fraud or extortion were imported into 
either case, a jury could be appealed to; and why should this 
be less a safeguard in the one case than in the other? He 
advised an adjournment of the discussion, in order to hear the 
opinions of several gentlemen who were interested in it, but 
who were unable to attend. 

Mr. TRoWER said, he was opposed to any adjournment, and 
that he agreed with the opinions expressed by Mr. Lawrance 
and Mr. Allen. He thought that the report contradicted itself, 
in first advocating a system of entire free trade, and then 
proposing the supervision of a board with fixed charges. 

Mr. Heywoop said that, as a mercantile man, he strongly 
approved of the report, and should support the motion for an 
adjournment, in order that the discussion might be fairly argued 
out. 

Mr. SMALE thought that an attorney stood toward his cliext in 
the relation of quasi trustee, and, therefore, any bargain made 
between them should be watched with the greatest diligence. 

Mr. DEvoNSHIRE said that the mode of charging for letters 
ought in his opinion to be altered, and that the powers of the 
taxing-masters ought to be greatly extended. 

After some further observations from Mr. Teulon, Mr. 
Gilmour, and Mr. Charles Clark, Mr. Lawrance withdrew his 
amendment, and acceded to the motion for an adjournment, 
which was carried. It was understood that the adjourned 
debate should not be resumed till after Easter. 


This society met again on Monday, the 22nd inst. Lord 
Brougham in the chair. 

On the report on the transfer of land being taken into con- 
sideration, 

Mr. E. WeEBsTER, in accordance with the notice given in the 
last number of the Law Amendment Journal, moved—* That the 
committee be requested to coutinue the inquiry to which their 
report refers, and prepare the outline of a Bill to carry out their 
views, and submit it to the Attorney-General.” He said that 
the amendment of the law, so far as regards the transfer of 
land at this time, depends on one of two measures, viz. either 
an improvement of the present system of conveyancing, or the 
introduction and adoption of an entirely new principle of trans- 
fer. As regards the improvement of the present system, no 
measure can be devised which will not impose on purchasers 
the investigation of the title, which duty is generally admitted 
to be the great grievance of the present system. It is founded 
on the maxim “ caveat emptor.” If by any precaution a title to 
land could be mide really sound, that maxim might be less 
inequitable in its operation than it is; but it is well known 
that no learning, however profound—no vigilance, however 
great—can protect a purchaser of land from a defective title. 
Though he has paid his purchase-money, and accepted his 
conveyance, and has thus performed the contract on his part, 
yet a successful claim may be afterwards set up against the 
land; but if the vendor's title were registered, and none but 
absolute unqualified ownerships appeared on the register, pur- 
chasers would not only be far more secure, but would be 
exempted from the expense and necessity of investigating the 
title. A person buying registered land at an auction might 
have possession and become the owner within a month. The 
injustice of the maxim “caveat emptor” will appear more 
flagrant when it is borne in mind that the difficulties 
of a title to land are created, not by the purchaser, but 
by the vendor, or by those under whom he claims; and 
it therefore seems most inequitable that a purchaser should 
be put to any expense at all in clearing away difficulties 
not of his own creation. If, therefore, a measure can be 
devised, exonerating purchasers of land from the neces- 
sity of investigating the vendor's title to it, such a measure 
would be founded on justice. No suggestion has yet been made 
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which, whilst retaining the present system of conveyancing, 
would confer on the country this great boon. In short, do what 
the Legislature will with the present system of conveyancing, 
the present evils must, to 2 great extent, attach to it. A new 
principle for the tranfer of land must, therefore, be resorted to; 
and that principle is the registration of the title. The principle 
being recognised, the mode of bringing it into operation remains 
te be considered. Here the Ship Registry Acts afford an ex- 
ample of successful legislatiou, which may be well followed. 
The ship registers relate to all sorts of sea-going vessels; 
there is no difficulty in describing their build, their ton- 
nage, &c., and yet the register is a register of the title only. 
Under the Ship Registry Acts, ships are bought, sold, and 
mortgaged, without difficulty or fraud; but the equitable title 
is carefully excluded from the register, and in this lies the 
secret of success. Apply this principle to land. Land may be 
identified as correctly as a ship, either by a verbal description 
@amap; and, therefore, a title to land being the absolute 
ownership, and not a less estate or interest, may be as easily 
dealt with by a public register asa title toa ship. In short, 
the analogy is perfect. Neither is there any difficulty in placing 
an absolute ownership of land on a public register. A parliamen- 
tary title would of course confer the absolute ownership; and 
a voluntary registration of an absolute ownership might be per- 
mitted with perfect security, if no new right beyond the right 
to transfer on the register to a purchaser the estate or interest 
of the person registered were created. If, then, a person 
were to place his name on the register without a parliamen- 
tary title, a purchaser would still have to investigate the 
title up to the time of the first registration, but not after- 
wards, because persons having rights created subsequently, 
who were not purchasers of the registered ownership, 
would have ample means of protecting themselves by 
entering an inhibition against a transfer on the register. 
Registered land under this system could, in process of 
time, never be transferred without the title being indefeasible. 
On large estates being settled, if the registered proprietorship 
were vested in three trustees, the land wonld be safe without 
any inhibition; but nothing could be more simple than to im- 
pose on such trustees the duty of entering, together with their 
own names, on the register an inhibition as a “ permanent secu- 
rity for the party having a beneficial interest” on behalf of 
persons unborn. We find distringases on stock described (v. p. 
51 of the Report), and that a collusive sale of stock between 
three trustees is unknown (v. p. 48). The measure which 
would be prepared by the Real Property Committee of this 
society would be founded on the registration of the title or 
absolute ownership; and, as it was very desirable no time 
should be lost to give effect to the views of this society on this 
important subject, he was desirous the committee whose report 
was under consideration should receive the authority of the 
society to prepare the outline of a Bill, and to submit it to the 
i law officer of the Crown. 

Mr. Griwovr seconded the motion. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD said that he should oppose the motion. The 
report was extremely vague in its character, only a few lines in 
it being devoted to explain the scheme which its framers wished 
te carry out. It did not stand on the report of the registration 
commissioners, which contained a definite plan, but only 
dwelt in generalities, and avoided the difficulties of the 
question. The objections which he had raised in the 
committee had not been noticed in the report, and he 
would now state some of them to the society. If the plan 
recommended were adopted, it would be necessary that some 
individual should be registered as owner of each separate pro- 

y; and if that property were divided into different interests, 
and held by different persons, how was it to be decided among 
them in case they disagreed who should be the registered owner. 
This question would. he believed, lead to continual and expen- 
sive litigation. Again, one result of the plan would be, 
that <2 number of caveats would be entered on the register 
with respect to cach title, and that, in order to remove a caveat 
in event of a sale, it would he necessary to inspect the deed 
under which it was entered, thus compelling an investigation 
of title ae much as at present. Owners of land would also 
be obliged to employ trustees to a much greater extent than 
at present, which would be dieadvantageous to all, but espe- 
cally hard on the working-classes, who had great difficulty 
in obtaining trustees on whom they could rely. The pro- 
posed plan would also do away with the present convenient 
gystem of exnitable deposits. The case of ships, which had 
Been quoted, was not analogous to that of land. A ship 
was not held or settled in the same way; and it was im- 
posible to argue from a description of property 0 totally 





different in its nature. He thought it would have been well 
if the committee had noticed and answered these objections 
in their report. 

The motion was then put and carried. 

Mr. Cooxson said that, when dealing with a subject of s> 
much complexity, and concerning which such a difference of 
opinion prevailed, it was desirable that all objections should be 
stated, and,if possible, be answered. He thought it would be well 
that the committee should take the objections now stated by 
Mr. Wakefield into consideration, and put forward a reply to 
them. 

Mr. Hastines observed that it was not usual in the reports 
of the society to notice the opinions of a dissentient minority 
in a committee. The committee had agreed on a report, and 
Mr. Wakefield, who differed from them, had read a paper to the 
society stating the reasons for his difference. 


MR. WAKEFIELD’S PAPER. 

The substance of the paper above mentioned has been pub- 
lished by a contemporary, from whose columns we extract it:— 

The greater part of the reasoning of the recent report of the 
Registration of Title Commissioners is based upon a fancied 
analogy attempted to be set up between stock in the funds and 
land. 

Stock being, for the purposes of commerce, made capable of 
easy, cheap, and expeditious transfer, it is asked, “And why 
not land ?” 

There are few things more dangerous than false analogies; 
they beguile superficial, and satisfy indolent, thinkers; and I 
submit, with great respect for the opinion of those differing 
from me, that in this instance a false analogy has been a fertile 
source of error. 

Arguments based on this fanciful analogy pervade the whole 
report. Once strike away the foundation of this reasoning, 
and the whole superstructure of argument subsides with it. 

There is a marked distinction between the natures of these 
two kinds of properties, which must ever make it desirable 
that a large proportion of the land of this country should 
differ in its tenure and mode of transfer from personal pro- 





rty. 

Nor is this difference an arbitrary or artificial one, arising out 
of attributes capriciously imported into the tenures of these 
two kinds of property. It is a distinction that arises out of the 
necessity of the case, one that. has its root in the essentially 
different natures of the two kinds of property. For whilst the 
one species of property is, in its essence, a mere obligation to 
pay a sum of money, resting on a promise capable of being 
enforced at law, and has therefore but a metaphysical existence, 
being intangible, invisible, and incorporeal, following the person 
to whom the right attaches, and is capable of exact money 
valuation; the other is material, tangible, visible, corporeal, 
permanently local, with external differences of configuration 
and all the other attributes which distinguish material from 
mere metaphysical entities. Now, from these essentia! dif- 
ferences in the subject-matter of the two species of properties, 
there flow substantial results that must ever distinguish the 
principles of tenure and the modes of the transfer of each kind 
of property. 

I will briefly advert to one or two of the most important of 
these. Thus, a piece of land is quite incapable of having an 
exact equivalent substituted for it, as in the case of stock in the 
funds, and most other personal property. If, therefore, a person 
be defrauded of a sum of stock, it becomes in effect a question 
only as to the solvency of the trustee. If he be solvent, the 
person defrauded is capable of exact compensation, and no loss 
results. But not so with land; for with it the market price 
may bear but a small proportion to the value at which the 
rightful owner may estimate his land. 

Again, if a trustee defrauds a person of stock in the funds, 
and proves insolvent or ak ds, i h as the rightful 
owner of the stock can never trace that identical sum of stock 
of which he was defrauded into the possession of another person, 
he thus naturally acquiesces in the loss as irretrievable, and to 
this extent becomes reconciled to it. But not so with land; for 
when it is once alienated from an individual, or family, by an 
act of fraud (practicable through the mechanical facilities of 
transfer), still there the land would remain, patent to all, and 
would always be recognised and remembered for years and gene- 
rations as that land which would and ought to have remained 
in the possession of its rightful owners but for a fraudulent act 
for which the law had not, provided the natural and only ade- 
quate remedy of restitution; and it would thus become and 
remain a permanent source of discontent, and of complaint 
against such a law. 
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Again, there is another result flowing from the essentially 
different natures of these two species of property, which dis- 
tinguishes their tenures and modes of transfer. Land is not 
capable of exact partition like stock. £1,000 worth of stock 
may be divided into one hundred exactly equal parts without 
affecting the quality of property in each part. But not so with 
land; it is substantially incapable of exact partition into 
detached parts, and when an artificial division is effected by 
superficial boundaries, the quality of the property in each part 
may be materially modified. This essential difference in the 
nature of the property materially affects the mode in which the 
owners deal with it. Thus, in making a future provision for 
different members of a family out of stock in the funds, or 
other personal property, it is done by an absolute division of the 
fund among the several members of the family as soon as the 
individual interests under the settlement are matured; but in 
dealing with land, as a general rule, this is done by creating 
permanent charges upon the land in favour of different mem- 
bers of the family, but in other respects the land is retained 
in the possession of a single owner. These charges often 
continue for successive generations, long after the time when 
the property would have been absolutely divided amongst 
the different members of the family if it had been a settlement 
of stock in the funds. Therefore, the argument that the 
proposed system of caveats would operate efficiently, because a 
a similar system of distringas answers in settlements of stock, 
fails, so far as it is an argument based upon an analogy be- 
tween two kinds of property whose essentially different natures 
in this respect produce a different mode of dealing with each. 

It is also a grave error to suppose, as appears to have been 
assumed throughout the commissioners’ report, that the difficul- 
ties involed in adopting the proposed scheme of registering titles 
are difficulties of detail only; the fact being, that the chief 
difficulty is one, the solution of which depends on a broad and 
very important principle, and not on matter of mere detail in 
the working out of the plan. ‘The question really raised by 
the adoption of this scheme is this—shall what may be desig- 
nated as the commercial principle be adopted as the universal 
fundamental principle in the tenure of land; or is its tenure to 
be, as heretof re, based upon what I shall, for convenience, de- 
signate the social or domestic principle ? This is the real ques- 
tion at issue, the one that lies at the threshold of the right dis- 
cussion of this subject, and any attempt to mask or postpone it 
for questions of mere detail serves only to complicate the difti- 
culties of the discussion. 

I assume it to be apparent to the most obtuse understandings, 
that it is impossible to devise any system of registering titles, 
which will, in effect, confer on real property that extreme trans- 
feribility which has hitherto been essentially 2 commercial attri- 
bute of personal or movable property; and, doing this, at the 
same time retain that greater security of investment, which has 
been, to a like extent, a distinguishing attribute of real or im- 
movable property. 

The transfer of stock is made to depend on one single and 
simple act, viz. the signing of a name in a book. And it does 
not admit of doubt that there are far greater facilities of fra- 
dulently doing, or procuring such an act to be done, than exist 
under the present system of conveying land, where time, deli- 


beration, and careful preliminary inquiries are, as in the case of 


land, prerequisites to the completion of the act of transfer. 
This proposition is self-evident. For the sake of illustration, 
let me advert to a notorious case lately in the Bankruptcy 
Courts, where a lady was wheedled into a cab, conveyed to the 
Bank, and induced to sign a transfer of stock to a person who 
fraudulently appropriated it. It was but the work of an hour, 
and done, too, evidently in spite of suspicions lurking in her 
mind. Had the money been invested in land, or even on mort- 
gage, the fraud would have been obviously impracticable. 

Such frauds are of frequent occurrence. I had recently in 
chambers a case of the fraudulent appropriation by an adminis- 
trator of a sum of stock standing in the intestate’s name. By a 
false oath a distant relative procured letters of administration 
behind the backs of the next of kin, who were ignorant of the 
intestate's decease; he sold out the stock, appropriated it, and 
absconded. Few of these cases meet the public eye, because 
there is no redress, The money is spent, the delinquent be- 
comes bankrupt or absconds, and there is an end of it. 

These and like considerations give to real property, in the 
estimation of persons intending a permanent provision for future 
generations of a family (the members of which may comprise 
ignorant women and helpless children), an adventitious value, 
quite apart from its intrinsic pecuniary worth, 

It is, therefore, ates ere the fact, that whilst one ten- 





of land has been to depreciate pecuniarily the value of real pro- 
perty, it has had concurrently another and an opposite tendency 
—that of enhancing its value according to the purpose for which 
the investment is made: if for commercial purposes, it depre- 
ciates its value; if for social or family purposes, it greatly en- 
hances it. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the argument of the commis- 
sioners, that the proposed scheme of registration would, if carried 
out, give to landowners an amount of security equal to that 
enjoyed by the owners of many millions of funded property, is, 
in fact, an argument based on a fallacy; inasmuch as persons 
thus desiring to invest for social purposes, require, not only a 
security equal to that of personal property, but something more. 

Now, I believe, a large proportion of the landed property of 
the kingdom is held as investments for social purposes. I do 
not, I believe, exaggerate, when I say, at least, two-thirds. 

It would, I am convinced, be foreign to the object and wishes 
of the owners of land held for this purpose, if the extreme 
facilities of transfer (now the almost exclusive attribute of per- 
sonal property) were forced on all landed property. 

But as regards the remaining third, or that other proportion 
which is held, or would be used, by its owners for commercial 
purposes, it would, no doubt, be a great boon if this commercial 
quality of personal property, its extreme transferribility, were 
conferred upon it. 

Therefore, although admitting the great desirability of a 
change that would embrace the tenure of a part only of the 
land of this country, I object, nevertheless, to the proposed 
scheme, because, in order to confer this commercial quality on 
a smaller proportion of the land, the whole is forced within the 
operation of the proposed system, thus necessarily including 
land in regard of which its owners would be desirous that no 
such change should be effected. 

Such a measure would, I believe, be both impolitic and un- 
just, for it would in effect be nothing less than introducing a 
change for the benefit of the few at the expense of the many. 

To argue that the proposed measure, although distasteful to 
the majority holding land for social purposes, would neverthe- 
less be really advantageous to them, and ought therefore to be 
forced upon them is merely the revival of the antiquated doctrine 
that the Government is a better judge than the individual of 
what is most conducive to his advantage, and that too where, 
as in this case, the individual belongs to a class comprising the 
majority of landowners. 

I therefore submit that the commissioners’ arguments and 
conclusions, so far as they are founded upon an analogy between 
stock in the funds and land (two essentially different kinds of 
property), and so far as they consist of a reasoning from the 
one to the other, fail at least to prove that a system and tenure 
which work well with the one kind of property are susceptible 
of universal application to the other. 

There are, moreover, insuperable objections to the operation 
of the proposed scheme in its details; for instance, there is no 
special provision made by the plan for registering caveats, to 
protect the interests of persons non sui juris, or not in esse, such 
as infants, married women, unborn issue, and the like. “Who 
is to register caveats to protect the interests of these persons ?” 


| I constantly asked, in our discussion in the committee; and 


echo answered, “Who ?” A testator charges his land with 
sums of money in favour of married women, infants or unborn 
children, and dies; no one, sui juris, may be in the same interests 
with these objects of the testator’s bounty: who, then, is to 
register a caveat to protect their interests ? 

If it had been stock in the funds there would have been, 
as a general rule, an actual severance of the fund—a sepa- 
rate portion would have been dedicated to this object. But 
this is impossible with land. Such interests are created 
daily, and yet the scheme proposed by the commissioners 
actually makes no provision for their protection, but leaves 
it wholly to the honesty of parties who may be strangers 
perhaps, or perhaps persons having a directly adverse pecu- 
niary interest! 

Land is preferred by persons making future provision fer 
their families, because of the superior security it possesses 
over stock for this purpose; but the proposed plan would, 
for all social purposes, make land afford a far less secure 
means of provision than stock now does, in respect of these 
jnterests, 

There is another wri. grin objection to the practicable 
operation of the proposed measure. The actual effect of it 
would be to vest in trustees far the greater part of the lands 
of the kingdom, 

According to the proposed plan, there must be always seme 


dency of the delay and difficulties now incidental to the transfer , one, whether he be beneficially entitled or not, who will be the 
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registered owner of the lands. In comparatively few cases 
will the registered owner be the absolute owner in fee simple, 
and, therefore, for the most part, the ownership will be fidu- 
ciary. 

Now, observe the inevitable result of such a system. Con- 
stituted as society now is, it is exceedingly difficult for persons 
even in the middle classes, with numerous friends, to find men 
of character and property willing to accept the responsible, but 
profitless, office of trustee. How, then, will it be possible for 
owners of land, in the numerous classes below the middle 
classes, to find responsible parties competent to duly discharge 
the fiduciary relations, and honestly exercise the powers with 
which such a system would invest them? 

It would be simply impossible, and any measure that would 
thus practically throw the whole real property of these classes 
into the hands of trustees, would lead to extensive frauds, that 
would, in a very short time, render such a systeu quite 
intolerable. 

There is another fatal objection to the proposed scheme, it 
would not diminish the cost attending the transfer of land. 
Every ceveat and every instrument created in land must be the 
subject of documentary evidence as much then as now. 

Upon a sale of the estate, the register will be encumbered 
with numerous caveats whose interests had long ceased; before 
these or the other caveats could be removed, the title-deeds 
creating the interests,in respect of which these caveats were 
registered, must be perused and advised upon professionally. 

Again, upon the death of persons in whose names caveats 
were registered, a new set of caveats would have to be 
registered in the names of their executors and administrators; 
a continual source of professional charges. 

As I apprehend no caveat would be registered without the 
sanction of the Court, this would necessitate constant appli- 
cations to Court. 

The results would be, no doubt, to materially shift the 
expense new incidental to the transfer of land from the pur- 
chaser to the vendor, and concentrate in the hands of practi- 
tioners in London a chief part of the legal business relating to 
real property, to the exclusion of country solicitors; but my 
deliberate conviction is, that the scheme would, as a grand 
result, greatly augment the legal expenses now incidental to 
the tenure and traasfer of real estate. The change thereby 
effected would, in fact, resemble the final state of the man who, 
when the evil spirit was cast out of him, went and took unto 
himself seven other devils worse than the first, 

There are other defects in the minor details of the proposed 
plan which would, I believe, prevent the measure ever working 
efficiently. 

In concusion, I will repeat that the chief mistakes which 
have led to the miscarriage of this Report are—first, the com- 
missioners in their reasouing pursuing the ignus fatuus of an 
analogy between the tenure and transfer of land and stock in 
the funds; and secondly, the commissioners, failing to recog- 
nise and provide for the two distinct principles upon which in- 
vestments in real property proceed—viz. what I have designated 
respectively as the social and commercial principles, which, in 
any system capable of practical application, must be treated 
separately, but which the commissioners have endeavoured to 
emnbrace in one scheme. 

Any attempt at legislative reform in this direction must, to 
be successful, proceed upon the principle of recognising and 








providing for these two distinct and clearly defined purposes of 


investment. 
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Court PBapers. 


Exchequer of Pleas. 
EASTER TERM, 1658. 
Sittings in Banco, 
Thursday, April 15 .....cccceee 
Friday, 56 
Wedneslay, ,, 21 
Saturday, ge SE Yeoe 


Motions and Peremptory Paper. 
Errors, Peremptory Paper, & Motions. 
Special Paper. 

Criminal Appeals, 





Monday, » B. Special Paper. 
Wednesday, ,, 28..... - Ditto. 
Monday, May 3... Ditto. 
ERLORS AND APPEALS. 
: You JUDGMENT, 
Error. Laing e. Whaley and Another (heard Nov, 26, 1457). 
For AnGumeEent. 
Error, Holliday and Others v. Denison, 


PEREMPTORY PAPER, 
To be called on the first day of the Term after the motions, and to be pro- 
Us with the next day, if necessary, before the motions, 








In the matter of the arbitration between Chas. Winteringham and Wm. 
Robinson (for payment of money pursuant to award). 

In the matter of the arbitration between Chas. Winteringham and Wm. 
Robinson (to set aside award). 


SPECIAL PAPER 
For JUDGMENT. 


Dem. Myers and others v. Baker and Another (to stand over until 
issues in fact tried). 
For ARGUMENT. 
Demrs. Brewer v. Dimmack and Another (part heard, standing for 


arrangement). 
Walker v. Goe and Another (to stand over till same point in 


Sp. case. ; 
Exchequer Chamber is disposed of). 


Dem. The London and North Western Railway Company v. The 
Great Western Railway Company (tirst action). 
> Fussell v. Fusseil and Another. 
os Bignell v. Buzzard. 
o4 Payne v. The Mayor, &c., of Brecon. 
ts Kidd +. Fowler and Others. 
Appeal. Robbins r. Todd (Webster and Others, Claimants). 
Den. Williams r. The Great Western Railway Company, 


a The Hull Flax and Cotton Mill Company v. Wellesley. 
Williams v. Clough. 


Sp. case. Wyatt, Director, &c., v. Dethick. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT, 
Middlesex. Glave v. Harding and Another. 
Brecon. Price rv. Price and Others. 
For ARGUMENT. 
London. Bovill x. Pimm and Another. 
Middlesex. Bateman v. The Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the 
Borough of Ashton-under-Lyne. 
Moved Hilary Term, 1858. 
Middlesex. Hall v. Featherstone. 
a Johnstone and Others v. Sumner. 
a Brandt v. Craddock and Another. 
” Lobban v. Cook. 
> Christmas v, Mikisch. 
London. Franklin, Administrator, &¢., v. The South Eastern Railway 


Company. 
Green and Others v. Alston. 
Harrison and Another v. Taylor. 


Middlesex. Sutton v. Morris and Another. 
London, Smith and Others v. Johnson. 
” Read v. King: 
_-—__—~»——— 
Births, Marriages, and Beaths. 
BIRTHS. 


FIsH{ER—On Mar. 18, at Newport, Salop, the wife of Henry Fisher, Esq., 
Sicitor, of a daughter. 
STREET—On Mar, 24, at 3 Gordon-square, Mrs. 'T. H. Street, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES, 

C’1.8°ON—HALL—On Mar. 22, at St. James’s chureh, Paddington, by the 
Rey. — Campbell, Henry Casson, Esq., of the Inner Temple, eldest son 
ot William Casson, Esq., of Leamington, to Sarah Elizabeth, eldest 
¢.ughter of Charles Hall, Esg., of Lincoln’s-inn, and St. Petersburg- 
louse, Bayswater, 

HEMSLEY—BLACKETT-—On Mar. 13, at the district church of St. Jaines, 
Notting-hill, by the Rey. T. Fuller, rector of St. Peter's, Eaton-square, 
assisted by the Rey, T. P. Holditch, incumbent of the church, Alexander 
Hemsley, of 5 Court-yard, Albany, to Catherine, youngest daughter of 
the late John Blackett, Esq., of Stamford-hill. 

MiLLER—SEARLE--On Mar. 18, at St. Mark’s, Kennington, by the Kev. 
C, Lane. Daniel James Miller, Esq., of 24 Cannon-strect West, Solicitor, 
to Miss Marian Searle, niece of William Webb, Esq., of Ipswich. 

MORRIS—LINDSAY—On Mar. 16, at the parish church of Glasnevin, by 
the Rev. W. J. C. Lindsay, William O'Connor Morris, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law, to Georgiana Kathicen, eldest daughter of George Lindsay, of Gilas- 
nevin, Esq., D.L., and the Lady Mary C. Lindsay. 

TOLLER—PRYOR-—On Mar. 20, at Weston, Herts, by the Rey. Thomas 
Ainger, Incumbent of Hampstead, Charles Toller, Esq., of Sydenham, 
Kent, to Eilen, daughter of the late Thomas Marlborough Pryor, Esq., of 
Hampstead-heath. 

DEATHS. 

GOODMAN —On Mar, 18, in her 80th year, Aun, widow of the late Samuel 
Goodman, Esq., Solicitor, formerly of Hackney, 

MORRIS—On Mur. 15, at Woodstock, T. F. Morris, Esq., Solicitor. 

SHINDLER —On Mar. 17, at Chatham, after a lingering illness, Mr. Robert 
Shindler, Solicitor, aged 30. 

SMITH —On Mar. 18, at 8 Cumberland-terrace, Regent’s-park, Sophia Ca- 
roline, wife of W. Castle Smith, Esq., aged 34. 

WALFORD—On Mar. 24, Maria, wife of Thomas Walford, of Stawell-house, 
Richmond, Surrey, and 27 Bolton-street, Piccadilly. 

WILLIAMS—On Mar, 22, at 13 Inverness-road, Bayswater, Alice Elizabeth. 
daughter of Jolin Price Williams, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 7 years. 


—>- 
Bnclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bugland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore sanding in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, untess other Claimants 
appear within Three Montha:— 


Banton, Wittiam, Butcher, Deptford, Kent, £140: 13:3 Reduced. 
Claimed by Witttam Geouay Aumiraoe, the acting executor, 
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BRoMFIELD, Witt1am ArNoLp, M.D., Hastings, Sussex, £100 New Three per 
Cents.—Claimed by Ex1za Bromriecp, Spinster, sole executrix. 

DALLIsson, EvizaBetH, Widow, Grove-cottage, Blackheath, £200 New 
Three per Cents.—Claimed by Joun Datwisson, the administrator. 

Rapway, Mary, Spinster, James-street, Globe-fields, Mile-end, £1 : 10 per 
annum Long Annuities.—Claimed by Tnomas Rapway, the sole executor. 

West, Frances Sopata, Spinster, Upper Charlotte-street, £3,000 Reduced, 
and £1,900 New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Admiral Sir Joan West, 
K.C.B., the administrator. 

—__—_@———_ 
Heirs at Raw and Wert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

BripGE, SAMUEL, Tulle Manufacturer, late of Calais, France. His heirs or 
their next of kin to apply to Messrs. Boyle & Co., Solicitors, 9 New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Carrenter, ANN, Spinster, Eastbourne, Sussex (who died on April 30, 
1857). Her next of kin living at time of her death, or their legal per- 
sonal representatives. Templeman v. Champion, V.C. Stuart. Last 
Day for Proof, May 1. 

Exes, Tuomas, Bine, West Grinstead, Sussex. Heirs-at-law living at the 
time of his decease in June, 1829, or their lega! personal representatives. 
Bawcombe rt. Bristow, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, April 15. 


———————- 


Money Market. 


CITY, Fripay Eventna. 

The English Funds have slightly improved; the last money 
price of Consols this afternoon is 97} per cent., being about 4 
per cent. better than this day week. The requirements of the 
Kast India Company are mentioned below; and it is not pro- 
bable there will be any further demand from that quarter 
during the present year. The most important financial ques- 
tions now pending are those which relate to the ways and 
means of the new Government; to the produce of the Imperial 
revenue for the financial year now on the point of ending; and 
to the degree in which a deficiency may become manifest in 
consequence of the dulness of trade. 

A large share of late arrivals of specie has been directed to 
the continent, but an immense amount of unemployed capital 
remains on this side. From the Bank of England return for 
the week ending the 24th inst., it appears that the amount of 
notes in circulation is £19,307,025, being an increase of 
£96,145, and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£18,733,815, showing an increase of £791,660, when compared 
with the previous return. No alteration has taken place in the 
bank rate of discount. 

Aloan of £5,000,000 to the East India Company is advertised, 
open to all capitalists, without the intervention of contractors, 
to be raised on debentures of £500 and £1,000 each, bearing 
interest at 4 per cent., and to continue tive years. ‘Tenders are 
to be made before twelve o'clock on Thursday, the Ist of April. 
No tender must be for less than £5,000. The amount is to be 
paid uy. by instalments, commencing with 20 per cent. on the 
8th of April, proceeding at the rate of 15 or 20 per cent. 
monthly, and terminating with the payment of 15 per cent. on 
the 10th of September. Discount on immediate payments in 
full, will be allowed at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum. 
Interest will accrue from the date of each instalment, and will 
be paid half yearly on the 8th of April, and the 8th of October, 
at the Treasury of the East India Company. ‘The prices at 
which biddings are supposed likely to be made are from 98 per 
cent. to par. 

The Board of Trade returns issued yesterday show a large 
decrease in the declared value of exports for the month of 
Vebruary, 1858, compared with the corresponding month of 
the previous year, This is a repetition of the results manifested 
throughout the past winter, in every month of which a decrease is 
shown 29 compared with the previous winter, while in respect to 
several months it appears also when compared with the winter 
before that. This is the natural result of moderate and cautions 
trading, and probably the smaller quantity of goods sold now 
may produce a larger amount of profit than the larger quantity 
sold previously. But there is another very serious light in 
which these returns may be viewed, namely, the effect to be 
produced on the revenue, the amount of which depends very 
much on the quantity of goods imported and taken for home 
consumption, Under several heads there appears considerable 
decrease. In regard to others, these returns are favourable; but 
the future prospect gives great cause for anxiety, because a pro- 
gressive decrease in exports must sooner or later lead to a cor- 
responding decrease in imports, and to a consequent falling off 
in revenue, 

One of the earliest and most important ombarrassments 
which, taking their origin in the total stagnation of commercial 





affairs in the United States, inflicted loss and ruin so largely in 
this country, was the failure of Messrs. Dennistoun & Co., for 
£2,000,000. It was stated at the time that this failure was 
caused entirely by disappointment, in regard to remittances 
from America, which were reasonably depended on; and this 
statement has now received confirmation, by the fact of a cir- 
cular being issued, notifying that the instalments due from the 
above firm, on the 30th June, and 31st July, will be ready for 
payment on the 31st of the present month. 

Several circumstances encourage hopes that the fruit of ex- 
perience, bought in the United States at the price of great loss 
and damage, both in pocket and character, during the year 
1857, will not be lost. It is stated that nearly all the banking 
establishments of New York have agreed to discontinue the 
practice of allowing interest on current deposits. If this change 
is brought into operation in America, it will have influence on 
the conduct of those London establishments which originated 
and have extended the practice in this country, of allowing 
interest on money at call. It will also have the effect of sus- 
taining the Bank of England in the rule lately adopted, of 
declining to grant to bill-brokers the advantage of a discount 
account. Bill-brokers have become borrowers and lenders of 
money on their own account. Joint-stock banks have followed 
in the same line of business, and greatly extended it. The two 
classes have gradually absorbed the borrowing and lending 
operations of the metropolis, and, through the practice of re-dis- 
counting bills, of the whole country. In this way spare money 
which would be deposits in banker's bills, is absorbed, and a 
pleasant increase of profit results, so long as all things keep 
smooth. When difficulties oceur, it is found that the cireu- 
lating medium is used up. Money does not come back when 
wanted; the Bank of England is expected to find supplies, and 
a state of things ensues, for which an unrestricted issue of notes 
is resorted to as the only remedy. 


—————_>--—— 
Railway Stock. 




































RAILWAYS. | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. Fri. 
” | Gen | 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. June. .| 69 x a} 3 oe ie 
Bristol and Exeter ....| ..[xd] 89 | .. (90 893 a 90} 
Caledonian...........- 8799 S189 x d |89$¥ 3 9:87F x aS7h & PSF TF 
Chester and Holyhead..|  .. oie 8 ee a Se 
East Anglian ...... eee] oe es we. 3) ae i es 
Eastern Counties ......|58 4 73] 58$ 4 [58§ § 458% 8 3/58 F 4) 58} 7 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) ..[xd} .. | ee ee ee ee 
Ditto B. Stock «| 303 30) .. ae, fo “9 | ae 
East Lancashire «| 88 | 88 7 ee 8859} .. 
Edinburgh and Glasgow) ..[ad/62 xd/ .. | «- 623 x dj 
Edin, Perth, and Dundee 28 7$ 84 }@ xd! .. 2 xd/ 2s} 
Glasgow & South-Westn.|.. ne) Stee, Vo a eee 
Great Northern ...... 101% /101$ 32/1014 2 102 4 3/103 24 | 103 
Ditto A. Stock ..../ .. Bg ee = seo}. 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. [12659] .. j196h 73] 16 | .. 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.) ° A ae 98. ou a 
Great Western ........ 58 4 | 583.8 | 58h $ | 58h 3] SsP | 59 sf 
Do. Stour Viy. G. Stk.) .. Se ee be es es 
Lancashire & Yorkshire 89} 9 J] S89# [90h S9¥ 90} 89J})/89h g F 8999 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast; 105 j104$ 5}, .. | 105 105 5 | 106 
London & North-Wstrn.. 953 | 3/95} 3 6.96 } 3 pa 953 § (953 § 4 
London & South-Westrn.) 92 92} $ /923323) 92 93 23 | 9233 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln,.| 38 38 ee 33h oe 
MIGADS <ccetse.c-c | o6g'7 lozh 7 g/97% § 4973 £ gloeg $ G96} BS 
Ditto Birm. & Derby! ad ee ee = e. 
Norfolk ..cccccceccoes 60 <e ole” os “s o< 
North British ........ 52 x d]32 x d 52g 4 3/52} x d/52.x a] 5ag2 
North-Eastern (Brwek.), 91 91g 2 | 923 3 | ast 2 [92 1 2913 $2 
Ditto Leeds << i we | 48h] 48h 8 | 48 
Ditto York .. 744.43) 79.9 (75h FY 75h FS) THE 4h) THE F 
North London ...... ee gag 3). 9333] .. es 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.! .. ee ee ae - 30} 
Scottish Central ...... i “s ae ae es a 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. 27} 27 a7 37 26} 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.) .. Soh. on ee a .- 
Shropshire Union ...... ee “a ae as ee : 
South Devon ........ 35 le 37} sh we 
South-Eastern ...... A$] GSE [GOP 2 F COPF] Gof | .. 
South Wales .......... és w te 823 83 824 
Vale of Neath ........ | ee | 99 : . jose 
' 
—_———— 
Ensurance Companies, 
Equity and Law..... PPYTTITITITT TTT titre ese 6 
English and Scottish Law, .....ceeeeeeeeeseneens . 
HAW Fire .cccccccccccccccscecs wevececcesccesece 3} 
Law Life ...... ceccccsccscececs cveeee GDS 
Law Reversionary Interes we U9 
Law Union .....eeeeeeees + pr 
Legal and Commercial .....0.eeeeees +. par 
Legal and General Life. .... cee cece eee e eee eens an | 


London and Provincial Law. ..cceseseesceeseeseeee SPS 
Medical, Legal, and General. ......cccceeceeeeceee Par 
Solicitors’ and General ....ccceeescccececeeeeeens PAE 
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Guglish Funds. 

Enciisu Funps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. Fri. 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...} .. oo ° +e eo 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...| 96% | /96Z $ 7/96 7 3) 974.7 [973 74) 972 
New 34 per Cent. Ann.. ° ‘i sa os oe 81 
5 per Cent. Annuities .. ° ° xe “. 1134 “ 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 

1860) . ecccecs oe ee oe oe oe ee 
Do, 30 years(exp.Oct. 10, 

1B5O) ...ccccee oe oo . oe ° . 


ao ot es a ce 





India Bonds (£1,000) ...| .. (2983s pj) 248. p.| 258. p.) .. ee 

Do. (under £1,000).....|  .. 28s. p.| 248. p.}2Ils7sp} .. a 
Exch. ne 35s 9s p 36s 9s p,37s 8s p|41s38sp 36s. p.| 36s. p. 
oo 35s. p.|38s 9s p|37s40s p/37s 9s p| 39s. p. 

Echt Bis (£500) Mar.|35s 9s p! ‘s «+ [37898 pi37s40sp) .. 
Ditto June....| 35s. p.} 35s. p.| .. {3789s p} 36s. p. 

aed Mar. 35s 9sp) .. oe 37s. p.|37s40sp) .. 

os 35s. p.| 35s. p.| 41s. p.|37s9sp) .. 























Det chavectiondy” -. jaos9sp! .. ee oo ws 
Exch. ma Bends, 1 1858, 34 sia: hae ee ieee 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, "3h " 

per Cent ........00. .- {100g 13) 100g [101 3 11 1003 
——¢——— 


London Gagettes. 


Bankrupts 
Turspay, Mar. 23, 1858. 

FORGE, Joun, Sail Maker, Barking, Essex. Com. Evans: April 1, at 11.30; 
and May 6, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Moore, 47 
Mark-lane. Pet. Mar. 12. 

POLE, Epwarp, Tea Dealer & Grocer, Reading, Berks. Com. Fane: April 
9, at 2; and May 7, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12 Bread-st., Cheapside. Pet. Mar. 12. 

POYNTER, Joux, Grocer & Draper, Guisborough, Yorkshire. Com. West : 
April 9 & May 7, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. 
Sols. J.P. & J. C. Sowerby, Stokesley; or Teale & Appleton, Leeds. 
Pet. Mar. 8. 

ROWE, Jonn Tuomas, Merchant & Ship Owner, Liverpool, formerly of 
Charlotte Town, Prince Edward’s Island. Com. Stevenson: April 8 & 
30, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Turner. Sols. Fletcher & Hull, Liver- 
pool. Pet. Mar. 22. 

ROWELL, Wiiu1am, Saddler, Newton Bushell, Devon. Com. Bere: Mar. 
31, at 1; and April 28, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. 
Sols. Ambury & Gwynn, Bristol; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. Mar. 16. 

TAYLOR, Tuomas, Earthenware Dealer, Halifax. Com. West: April 9 & 
May 7, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Hol- 
royde, Son, & Cronhelm, Halifax; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. 
Mar. 20. 

THOMAS, Taomas Puipps, Auctionecr & Mining Share Dealer, 20 Crown- 
et., Threadneedie-st. Com. Evans: April 1 & May 6, at 12.30. Off. 
Ass. Johnson. Sol. Farrar, 19 Great Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons. 
Pe. Mar. 19. 

WELLS, Ricuazp, Tea Dealer, Blackburn, Lancashire. April 8 & 29, at 
12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Overbury, 4 Frederick’s- 
pl, Old Jewry, London; or Faulkner, Manchester. Pet. Mar. 13. 

WULLON, Rucnaxp, Builder, Wolverhampton. Com. Balguy: April 7 
& 2%, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Pinchard & 
Shelton, Wolverhampton; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. et. 

e 2. 


Furmay, Mar. 26, 1858. 


BRADBURY. Hewny, Butcher, Tunstall, Staffordshire. Com. Balguy : 
April 7 & 26, at 10.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Cooper, 
Tunsta!) ; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 25. 

BROOKE, Wittiam ScuocerieLp, Woollen Merchant, Crosland Moor, Al- 
mondbury, Yorkshire. Com. West: April 9 and May 7, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bidgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Floyd & Learoyd, Hud- 
dersfield ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. et. Mar. 24. 

CLAKK, Geonce, Builder, Holbeach, Lincolnshire. Com. Balguy: 
% and May 4, at 10.20; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris, Sols. 
Garthwaite, Long Sutton, Lincolnshire; or Bowley & Ashwell, Notting- 


April 


ham. Sd. Mar. 23. 
CRON KSHAW, Jonx, & Wittiam Cxonxsnaw, Manufacturers, Edenfield, 
Lancashire. April 8 & 29, at 11; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. 


Sols. Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, 
Mar. 15 

DALES, Jous, & Bexsamin Dares, Builders and Contractors, 20 George- 
st., Westinineter, and the ‘Tunes Wharf, Pimlico, also of Louth, Lincoln- 
shire, amd of Canada West, North America. Com. Fonblanque ; April 12 
and May 7, et 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Stansfeld, Aol. Dalton, 
Bocklersbury. Pat. Feb, 5. 

FISHEL, Samert, Veterinary Surgeon, Samford, Lincolnshire. Com. 
Balguy ; April # and May 4, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham, Off. Ass. 
Harrie. ols, Law, % ford; or ig & Allen, Birmingham. 
Pa, Mar. 2%. 

GKEEN, Jowxrvu, Kerridge, Prestbury, Cheshire, carrying on business in 
coyartwership with Samuel Green, Kerridge, Stone Merchant», April 14 & 


Fountain-st., Manchester. /’et. 





| HOLMES, J 





hag nen. Off. Ass. Pott. Sol. Hodgson, Mancheste;- 
Pet. Mar. 1 


Com. Ayrton: April 
-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols, 
Halifax; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 11, 


» Manufacturer, Elland, Yorkshire. 
12 and May 10 10, at 11; Commercial. 
Mitchell, 


' HUNT, Tuomas Wittomat, Grocer, 28 High-st., Whitechapel, and of Car- 


shalton, Surrey, and Stratford, Essex. Com. Goulburn: April 10 ang 
May 10, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. Hill & Mat- 
thews, | Bury-ct., St. Mary Axe. Pet. Mar. 16. 

JENKINS, Davip Watter, Ironfounder, Sedgley, Staffordshire. Com, 
Balguy: April 8 & 29, at 11.30; seman Off. Ass. Whitmore. 
a Bolton, Wolverhampton ; or "James & Knight, Birmingham. Per, 

‘ar. 2 


f LANGDALE, Joun, Timber Merchant, South Stockton, Yorkshire. Coin, 


West: April 9 and May 7, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass” 
Young. Sols. Swarbreck & Son, Thirsk ; or Barr, Nelson, & Barr, Leeds. 
Pet. for arrngt. Mar. 1. 

LEWIS, Epwarp, & Joseru Lewis, Grocers, 42 & 43 p=. Marylebone. 
Com. Goulburn: April 10 and May 10, at 11; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Nicholson. Sol. Smith, 15 Golden-sq. Pet. Mar. = 

OAK, Witt1aM Coventry, & Cuartes Hastincs Snow, Bankers, Bland- 
ford Forum, Dorset. Com. Holroyd: April 19, at 12; and May 14, at 
11; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Tucker & New, 25 Cle- 
ment’s-lane, Lombard-st. et. Mar. 13. 

OWENS, Jonatuan, Assistant Overseer, Wrexham, Denbighshire ; James 
Jones, Skinner, late of Portechei, Isle of Man, but now of Wrexham, & 
James Jones, Skinner, Salop-rd., Wrexham, carrying on business at 
Wrexham as Fellmongers and Leather Dealers, under style of the Trus- 
tees of Evan Morriss. Com. Stevenson: April 8 & 30, at 12; Liverpool. 
Off. Ass. Bird. Sols. = Son, Liverpool; or Edgeworth & Pugh, 
Wrexham. Pet. Mar. 1 

SAVAGE, Georcg, al Notts, & Joun Legs, Bleachers and Dyers 
Mansfield, Notts (Savage & Lees). Com. Balguy: April 8 and May 4, at: 
10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. Sols. Parsons, Mans- 
field ; or Maples, Nottingham. et. Mar. 23. 

WATTS, Tuomas, Callenderer and Packer, formerly of 24 Little Tenter-st., 
Little Moorfields, now of Tottenham. Com. Evans: April 8, at 11; and 
May 13, at 12; —_——S Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Teague, Crown- 
ct., Cheapside. Pet. Mar. 15. 

WILSON, James, Ship Chandler, Liverpool, and at Prince Edward Island, 
in copartnership with Colin M‘Calman (Wilson, Brown, & Co.), who has 
been duly declared bankrupt; and trade assignees were duly chosen 
under his petition (to which that of J. Wilson is now annexed) on Mar. 
19. Com. Stevenson: April 1, at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Turner. 
Sols. Fletcher & Hull, Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 24. 


MEETINGS. 
TvespaY, Jar. 23, 1858. 

Bincuam, Richard Frank, Confectioner, Nottingham. Aud. Accts. & Die. 
April 13, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

Biacker, RowLand Hix, Importer of Foreign Silk Goods, 22 Ludgate-st. 
Last Ex, April 15, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, 

Burnett, Caantes Puiu, Tailor, Lincoln. Div. April 14, at 12; Town- 
hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 


Campin, Henry, Warchouseman, 87 Watling-st. Div. April 20, at 1; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Holroyd. 
Cuurton, Epwanp, Bookseller, Holles-st., 
1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 


CoLemMan, Simeon, Tailor, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

CuLtemore, WILLIAM, Draper, 1 Upper Seymour-st., Enston-sq. Dir. 
April 15, at 1; Basinghali-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Densicu, Jonn, Hearth Rug Manufacturer, 28 Duncan-terr., and 22) 


Cavendish-sq. Div. April 13, at 


Div. April 21, at 12: 


Bryan-st., Islington. Zast Er. April 13, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Evans. 
Grancer, Joun, Licensed Victualler, Unicorn Public-house, Blackman- 


st., Southwark. 
Holroyd. 
Green, Jonmn, & Witttam Baker, Stay Manufacturers, 79 Newgate-st. 
Div. April 15, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn, 
Harris, Henny, Sewed Muslin Warchouseman, Bread-st. 
at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
HoLitanp, WittiaAm CuArves, Grocer, Lincoln. Div. 
Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hul!. Com. Ayrton. 
Lawrance, Exenezen, Builder, New Barnet, Herts. 


Final Div. April 20, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. 


Div. April Vs 
April 14, at 12: 


Div. April 13, at 2; 


Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblamjue. 
Muitman, Ricuanp, & Henny NANTES, Merchants, Ray ree ct. ++ Throg- 
morton-st. Div. April 14, at 11.30; t. Com. 





Sampson, Geonce, Draper, Lincoln. Div. April 14, at 12; ‘Townhall, Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. 

Scuaren, Jacomn Wittiam Henry, & Winttam Henry Brown, Merchants, 
48 Fenchurch-st. Final Dir. "April 20, at 12; Businghall-street. Com. 
Holroyd. 

Surru, Titpex, James Hitpen, Geonce Scnivens, & Francis SMT! 
Bankers, Hastings. Dic. joint est. ; and sep, ests, of J, Hilder, G. Serivens, 
and F, Smith, April 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com, Fane. 

SOMMERVILLE, ‘Tuomas, Nurserymaan, Abbey Nursery, Garden-rd., St. 
Jobin’s-wood, Div. April 13, at 11.30; Basinghall-st, Com, Evans. 

Sworpen, Joun, Maltster, Ware, Herts. Dir. April 14, at 12; Basinglall- 
st. Com, Evans. 

Tayion, WILLIAM, sen., Wittiam Tayton, Jun, & Henny Taysor, Linen 
Mannfacturers, Barnsley, Yorkshire. Last Bx. Aprit 13, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds, Com, Ayrton. 

Tinpatt, Grouse, & Ranson Groner, Witkinson, Ship & Insurance 
Brokers, 30 Great St. Helen's, Div, joint est., and sep, est. of J. ‘Tindall, 
April 15, at 12; Basinghall-et. Com. Goulburn, 

Waicur, Josevn, Cotton Spinner and Manufacturcr, Heaton Mill, Heaton 
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Norris, Lancashire, and of Forge Mill, Caton. Dir. April 14, at 12 ; Man- 

chester. Com, Jemmett. . 
Fripar, Mar. 26, 1858. 

CoLEMAN, Francis Brewer, Linen Draper, 24 a 's-bidgs., Brompton. 
Div. April 16, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd 

Coorern, Epwarp Simmons, Leather Seller, 5 Comnmncsetal-<i., 
Div. April 16, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

DAVENPORT, JOSEPH, Silver — Sheffield. Dir. April 17, at 10 ; Council- 
hall, Sheffield. Com. W 

Forp, WILLIAM, Ps -ecamngg Chipping Lambourne, Berks. Div. Apri! 16, 
at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Hagrison, WILLIAM, Ship Chandler, North — nome April 20, at 12; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. E 

HircuMaN, CuArtes, Licensed Victualler, oan “Div. April 17, at ~; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Hook, SAMUEL, Paper Manvfacturer, Tovill, near Muidstone, Kent ; and of 
Chalford, near Stroud, Gloucestershire, Silk Throwster. Final Div. April 
16, at 11; Basinghall-st. Oom. Goulburn. 

Howarp, ALBERT WILLIAM, Timber Merchant, 19 New Church-st., Ber- 
mondsey, and 16 Pudding-lane. Div. April 16, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. 

HussarD, Jonn Rornery, Wood Merchant, Leeds. Div. 
11.30; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com, Ayrton. 

LiEFMANN, MarTIN, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Aud. Acc. & Div. 
April 27, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

LioxyD, WILLIAM, Frying Pan Manufacturer, Gospel Oak, Tipton, Stafford- 
shire. Div. April 17,at—; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Povey, CHARLES, Butcher, West Bromwich, Staffordshire. Div. Aprii 17, 
at —; Birmingham. Baiguy. 

— Joun, Plumber, Arley Kings, Worcestershire. Div. April 23, 

; Birmingham. Com, Balguy. 


City-rd. 


April 19, at 


DIVIDENDS. 
TusspaY, Mar, 23, 1858. 

Baty, Epwarp Hopess, Sculptor, &., Newman-st., Oxford-st. Third, jd. 
—— 22 Basinghall-st. ; Mar. 24 and three subsequent Wednesdays, 
11 to2 

Seneere, Brothers, Tailors, Bristol. Dlv., 
tine’s-parade ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1 

Dixon, Carnertne, Tailor and Mercer, Lymington, Southampton. Second: 
1s. 49d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Hawkey, Wittiam Epwanp, Tailor, 4 Sykes-terr., Mile-end-rd. First, 
ls. 2d. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st. ; Mar. 24 and three subsequent Wed- 
nesdays, 11 to 2. 

Howarp, James, & Cuarces Howanp, Silk Manufacturers, Macclesfield. 
First, lld. Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 
Jones, CuArtes, Sailmaker, Gloucester. Div. Is. 4fil/er, 19 Augustine’s- 

parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Mitts & Puckie, Hop Factors, Borough. Second and Final, 3d. Lee, 20 
Aldermanbury ; Mar. 24, 11 to 2. 

Sears, WittraM Josern, & James Sears, Letter Press Printers, 3 & 4 Tvy- 
lane, Paternoster-row. First, 35. 9d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Simes, Jonn, Painter, 34 George-st., Portman-sq. First, 4s. 3d. Edwards, 
22 Basinghall-st.; Mar. 24, and three subsequent Wednesdays, !1 to 2. 
Towse, Joun Beckwita, Shipowner and Attorney-at-Law, Laurence 
Pountney-lane. First, 6¢. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any Wednesday, 

1 to 3. 

Wvip, Joun Horron, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Bristol. Div. 12s. 67. 

Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 


4s. 3d. filler, 19 St. Augus- 


Farway, Mar. 26, 1858. 


BirnsTiNGL, Louis, Merchant, 8 Broad-st.-bidgs. 
10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

BuasrE, James, Contractor, 38 Vincent-sq., Westminster. 
Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any ‘Thursday, !1 to 2. 

Cuapman, Joun, Grocer, Hartlepool. First, Is. 4d. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Epaar, James, Draper, Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk. 
18, Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 11 to 3. 

Harxison, Ropert, James Kizr0 Watson, & Ilenty Pease, Bankers, 
Kingston-upon-Hull. First, 20s., sep. est. R. Harrison; first, 12s. 7d., 
sep. est. H. Pease ; and first, 20s., sep, est. J. K. Watson. Carrick, Quay- 
8t.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2 

Hottanp, Henry, Brick and Tile Maker, Leyland. 
69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

Hyacinru, Cuarres, Josuem Covurrs, & Francis Louis Simonp, Mer- 
chants, 4 Cullum-st, Second, 4a. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any 
Wednesday, 1} to 3. 

Lawrence, Peter, Eastcheap, Fruit Dealer, and at Windsor-place, Old 
Kent-road, Grocer. First, 10fc. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any Wed- 
hesday, 11 to 3. 

Lipnerrer, Wituuam Henny, Corn and Hop Dealer, Tonbridge Wells. 
First, 1s, Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Lorp, Wintiam, & ‘Tuomas Lupron, Cotton Spinners, Shawforth, near 
Rochdale, First, 4s. jd. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester 
any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

Morriss, Davip, Grocer, Wisbeach, Semin. 
Nicholson, 24 Businghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2 

Naren, Pru, Miller, Warron Mills, near Bedford, First. on new proofs 
since Nov. 6, 7d, (being in part of first of 28, 9d. previously declared). 
Baker, Royal-areade, Nawcastie-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

2m Tuomas Sr Dealer in Hemp, 24 Mark-lene, and Seething- 
lane, First, d§¢. Cannan, 1@ Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 11 to 3, 


First, 4d. Sta 





First, 2s. 4d. 
Baker, Royal-arcaie, 


First, 3s. Cannan, 


Div. 20s. Hernaman, 


Second, &d. 








Szarte, Witt1am Tuomas, Buiider, Victoria-road, Deptford. First, 2s. 
Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Witxinson, Jonn, Grocsr, Warrington. First, 7s. 3d. =Hernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

Wison, Witt1am & Henry, Bookbinders, 19 Foley-pl , Portiand-pl. First, 
Ulgd. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 1! to 3, 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TuespaY, Mar. 23, 1858. 


a, ges General Merchant, Church-st., Manchester. April 13, 
at 12; Manchester. 

seeiee w iiiaM, & Lucy Suita Baker, Milliners, 3 Church-street, Cam- 
berwell. April 15, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

BERRIS, THomas, Licensed Victualler, Gun-st., 
Basinghali -st. 

Brow, Rosert, & Joun Biow, Corn and Coal Merchants, Great Grimsby’ 
Lincolnshire. April 21, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon- Hull. 

Bidcxe, FREDERICK RoszrT Pact, Goldsmith and Jeweller,86 Newman-st., 
Oxford-st. April 20, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Browne, Joun, Fringe Maker, South Devon-place, Plymouth. April 15, 
at 1; Atheneum, Plymouth. 

Dopp, Joun, Hay Dealer, Lianelly, Breconshire. April 27, at 11 ; Bristol. 

Grsson, Ext, Builder, Wilby, Northamptonshire. April 14, at 12; Basing- 

l-st. 

Green, Jonn, & WrtttamM Baker, Stay Manufacturers, 79 Newgate-st. (on 
the application of W. Baker). April 15, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Harwanrp, Ann, Innkeeper, Shrewsbury. April 16, at 10; Birmingham. 

JerrReYs, Rees, Outfitter, Liverpool. April 14, at 11; Liverpool. 

Knicut, Lewis Smrru, Hardwareman, Manchester. April 13, at 12; Man- 
chester. 

LittLeR, Joun Watson, Apothecary, Duck-lane, Lower Edmonton. April 
13, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Mann, Jonn, Ironmonger, Old Town-st., Plymouth. April 15, at 1; 
nzum, Plymouth. 

MicHAEL, MicHagt, Grocer, Aberaman, Glamorganshire. 
Bristol. 

Suarpies, James, formerly Beer Seller, late of the Phillips Park Inn, Brad- 
ford-rd., Manchester, prisoner for debt in Lancaster Castle. April 13, at 
12; Manchester. 

SHawcross, Joun, Cotton Spinner, Bowden, Cheshire, and Manchester. 
April 14, at 12; Manchester. 

Serra, Trupsn, James Hutper, Grorcs Scrivens, & Francis Sarr , 
Bankers, Hastings (on application of Tilden Smith). April 13, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

SouTHAM, ALFRED, Manufacturer, Manchester, late of Frodsham, Cheshire. 
April 13, at 12; Manchester. 

Tartor, Tuomas, Tailor, 21 & 22 White Rock-pl., 
at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Tutty, Tuomas, Builder, Tudely, Kent. April 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Wettstep, WituiaAmM, & Henry WELLSTED, CabinS Makers, Molyneux-st. 
and Shouldham-st., Bryanstone-sq. April 20, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Wueats, Cuartes, Woollen Draper, late of Lowestoft, Suffolk, now of Man- 
ningtree, Essex, out of business. April 14, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Wittiams, Epwarp Joun, Ship Owner, Upper East Smithfield. April 13, 

1; Basinghall-st. 


Reading. Aprii 14, at 1 ; 


Athe- 
April 20, at 11; 


Hastings. April 14, 


Fripay, Afar. 26, 1858. 

Bovunns, Joun, Builder, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. 

BULLEN, Jonn, Butcher, 45 Leather-lane, Holborn. 
Basinghali-st. 

Carpet, James, Outfitting Warehouseman, 5 Gutter-lane. 
Basinghall-st. 

JACKSON, JosePH, Hatter, 24 Western-rd., Brighton. 
singhall-st. 

Ossorne, THoMas Westwoop, Carriage Manufacturer, Birmingham. April 
19, at 10; Birmingham. 

Painrer, WitLiamM Epwarp, Printer, 342 Strand. April 17, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. 

PoESCUMANN, BERNHARD THEopoR, Merchant, Liverpool. April 22, at 11; 
Liverpool. 

Parcs, Ricuanp Hors, jun., Scrivener, Wolverhampton. 
Birmingham. 

Revers, Taomas, Grocer and Draper, Broadway, Worcestershire. April 19, 
at 10; Birmingham. 

Scors, Wriuiam, Washing Crystal Maker, late of Bristol, now of Homer- 
st. Lambeth. April 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Tespx, Wrewam, Cheesemonger, Great Castle-st., Cavendish-sq. April 17, 
at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Wearne, Harry, Woollen Warehouseman, 74 Piccadilly. April 16, at 129; 
Basinghall-st. 


April 27, at 11; Bristol. 
April 16, at 11.30; 


April 16, at 12; 


April 16, at 11; Ba- 


April 19, at 10; 


7 be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered, 
Tvespay, Afar. 23, 1858, 

ANprewartTiiA, James, Builder, 4 Forest-hill-ter., Kent. 
class ; after a suspension of 6 mos. 

Benraam, Henny Artuorr, Ship Owner, Sunderland. Mar. 17, 
subject to suspension until Mar, 17, 1859. 

Baowy, Rosser James, Timber Merchant, Sunderland. Mar, 18, ard 
class ; subject to suspension until April 8, 1861, 

Carr, Jonn, & Anruor WELLINGTON CaLLEn, Beer and Bottle Merchants, 
47 Lower Shadwell. Mar. 16, Ind class. 

Caamexna, Janusz, Grocer, Albion-st., Cheltenham, and Prestbury, Gleu- 
cestershire, Mar, 17, 2nd class, 


Mar. Li, ed 


3rd class ; 
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Gray, Cuartes, Baker, Cheltenham. Mar. 15, 3rd act rr to sus- 
pension of 2 years, without protection for the ‘first 12 m 


Hart, Grorcre, Machine Maker, Haddenham, Isle of wy. 
class. 


Mar. 17, 2nd 


Keettey, Rosert, Ship Builder, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire. Mar. 17, 
3rd class. 


Moss, Henry Exras, Merchant, Liverpool. 
Srvart, Jonx, Coffee House Keeper, Wigan, Lancashire. 
class. 


Mar. 15, 2nd class. 
Mar. 16, 3rd 


Wate, Benjamin Buriincton, & Georce CHartes Dawe, Builders, 123 
Chancery-lane. Mar. 16, 2nd class tu G. C. Dawe 


Fripay, Mar. 26, 1858. 

Baker, Epwarb, Hotel Keeper, Northfleet, Kent. 
2nd class 

Barton, Henry, Ship Owner, Liverpool. 
suspension for 12 mos. from Mar, 12. 

Barrren, Joun, Dealer in Silk and Worsted Braids, 32 Noble-st., Falcon- 
sq-, and 9 Park-road, Dalston. Mar. 16, 2nd class, atter suspension of 
3 mos. 

Bryan, Epwarp, late of Kington, Herefordshire, Innkeeper, now of Lower 
Mowley, Stanton-upon-Arrow, out of business. Mar. 19, 3rd class. 

BrexNeLt, Tuomas, Currier, 8 Salmon’s-lane, Limehouse. Mar. 19, 3rd 
class. 

Ciements, Tuomas Boos, & Henry Porter, Wholesale Toy Dealers, 
Bristol (Ciements & Co.) Mar. 22, 3rd class, to H. Potter; and 3rd 
class to T. B. Clements, after a suspension of three years, with protec- 
tion for 6 mos. 

Davies, Hcumpurey, Leather Seller, Liverpool. July 1, 1852, 2nd class, 
sub_ect to a suspension of 6 mos. from July 1, 1852. 

Hitts, WiLLtaM, Grocer, 6 Harmer-st., Milton-uext-Gravesend. 
2nd class. 

Hestrwitt, Wi1t1aM, Linen Draper, 8 Wilson-st., Finsbury. 
class. 


tosherville, Mar. 19+ 


Mar. 18, 2nd class, subject toa 


Mar. 17, 
Mar. 19, 2nd 


Jousxsox, James, Worsted Spinner, Lemonsiey Mill, Lichfield. Mar. 
3rd ciass. 

Low, ga Merchant, 40 Broad-st.-bldgs. (Low, Brothers). 
2nd class. 

Sassome, WiLtiam, Ribbon Manufacturer, Coventry. Mar. 19, 3rd class. 

Sroxe, Frepesicx, Hotel Keeper, Oxford. Mar. 19, 2nd class. 

Syer, Joseru Wituiam, Cabinet Manufacturer, 124 South-st., Finsbury- 
market. Mar. 20, 2nd class. 

TaYver, Witi14M James, Upholsterer, 1 Albion-ter., De Leauvoir-sq., Kings- 
land. Mar. 16, 2nd class, having been suspended from Oct. 15. 

TaYLon, Tuomas, Payer Dealer, Birmingham. Mar. 19, 3rd class. 

Trreett, Tuomas, Factor, Tonbridge, Kent. Mar. 19, 2nd class. 

Wairwitt, Georce, Sliipowner, Bristol. Mar. 22, Ist class. 

Witirams, Joux, Piumber, Harley Kings, Staffordshire. 

class. 


19, 


Mar. 22, 


Mar. 19, 2nd 
Ww = Jous Beeancey, & Warren Tarrant, Merc! hants, Liverpool. 
; 2nd class, subject to a suspension of 12 mos. from Feb. 19. 
Weicut, Joux, Tobacco and Snuff Manufacturer, 4 Barbican. 
2nd class 


Mar. 
Mar. 19, 


Yous, Seni, Roll Turner and Boiler 
19, 3rd class. 


Maker, Bilston, Staffordshire. Mar. 
Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Faswar, Mar. 26, 


Daarer, Tuomas, & Witttam Mewros, Attorneys 
by mutual consent; Mar. 1. 


1858, 


and Solicitors, Banbury. 


Assignments for Beuefit of Creditors. 

Tceespay, Mar. 23, 1856. 

Batwock, Joux, Chemist, gt 
prugsist, Gi Sol. 

Carer, 


bryan 


9 7 Feb. 27. Trustee, 
Stuckey, 50 Old Steine, brighton. 


C, Harvey» 


SAMA, “ry, Rotherh ri Yorkshire. 
t, Salesinan, Manchester ; . H. Conyers, 
Creditors to execute on or before May is. Sols, Bond & Larwick, Leeds, 
Mar. 1. Trustees, J. J. Stuttard & 
Cheajpide. Sols. Manon & Sturt, 


Mar. 14, Trustees, J. 
Ivather Factor, Leeds. 


Crakk, Wiliam, Draper, Ramagate. 
8. Loury, Warchousemen, Wx«l-st., 


7 Grreshain-st. 

CocEEUR*’, Jos, Wok Maker, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham. Mar.&. 
Trustee, W. Hay, Merchant, Sunderianl. Creditors wo execute before 
May %. Aols. Young, Narrivm, & Young, Sunderian. 

Couts, Evizazetn, Vailor ee Woollen Draper, Harrogate, 
Trude, W. Sses, Outfitter, Harrogate. Creditors w exe 
Jam 12. KAs. Ujtom & Yewdall, 5 Vank-«t., Leeds. 

Havitasy, ALF ELD, Surgeon, bridgwater, ge tehire. Trustees, ¥. I. 
Thempwm, ire sridgwater; A. Nicholis, Draper, Uridgwater, 
Crefitors execute om or before Mar. 26 Mola, Johis i k Sassen Trevor, 
Uridgwater. 

Kaesusey, Saute, Tailor, 4 Sorusiewich -at., 
24. Trude, 3, HAroyd, Merchant, 
% Hatum-garden. 

aves, Vaeneny, Varmer, Coart Lodge Yann, Vinshenebourne, 
War. 2, Truster, Ve. Wits, Varmer, Uitte Mongehain, Kent, 
to execute mn or letore Ayr N09, Hols, Variey & Callaway, 

Varion, Vowvur, Vayer Hanging Manufacturer, 3) 
Fes. Ds. Trustee, Gs, 4, Vad, LicennaA Vietualler, 
kemwenh. Creditor: w execute Ietore May GH, 
ad 


York. 
ute 


Mar. 4. 
Letore 


HMackney-rd., 
Yow Chureli-lane, 


Mildlenex, Keb, 
Kol, Marshals, 


Kent 
Creditors 
Canterinry. 

View x-wt., Inington. 
5h ot. Aint. Cher- 
MA, Oarke, 29 Vedtord- 


Wasmwasout, Snoust, Watcher, Danham-o the-Will, Cheshire, 
Trude, 4, Yours, hecmutant, Onester ; Wainwright, 
yum, Chediire. PA. Yond, 2 Groevenan -#., Cheter, 


Mar, 15, 
varwer, 





| 
| 


Wattace, Davin, & James ADAMSON, Drapers, Knightsbridge. 
Trustees, 5. Morley, Warchouseman, Wood-st. 
man, Cheapside. 
hall-st. 

Woop, Georce, Draper, Canterbury. Feb 27. 
Cheapside, W. Nevill, Gresham-st., 
& Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 


Fripay, A/a. 26, 1858. 


Mar. 1, 
3; E. Caldecott, W: wiletin. 
Sols. Davidson & Bradbury, Weavers’ Hall, 22 Basinz- 


Trustees, W. White, j jun., 
Warehousemen. Sols. Ashurst, Son, 


ALLAN, JoHN Marr, Silk Manufacturer, Leek, Staffordshire. 
Trustees, J. Batt, Silk Merchaut, 39 Old Broad-st. ; A.J. Worthingtom, 
Silk Manufacturer, Leek. Sol. Maynard, 57 Coleman-st. 

CRossLeY, CHARLES, DAN LeEMine, & J. Crosser, Machine Makers, Hali- 
fax. Mar.6. Trustees, J. Ordish, Timber Merchant; J. Pulman, lron 
Merchant ; G. Collier, Machinist, all of Halifax. Sols. Stocks & Franklin, 
Halifax. 

FaLconer, Joseru, Iron Founder, Sun Foundry, Derby. Mar. 9, 
Trustees, J. Ledward, Redcar, Agent to Messrs. Bernhard Samuelson & 
Co, Iron Masters, Eston Junction; W. Barnes, Carrier, Derby.  Credi- 
tors to execute before May 10. Sols. Robothams, Derby. 

Heaton, Cuares, Wholesale Oil, Italian, and Provision Merchant, 41 Lime- 
st., and 15 White Lion-st., Norton Folgate. Mar. 23. Trustee, W. 
Compton, Provision Merchant, 252 Tooley-st. Creditors to execute before 
Mar. 24. Sols. Lofty, Potter, & Son, 36 King-st., Cheapside. 

Masters, JoHN, Publican, Park-tavern, Bath. Mar. 2. Trustees, G, 
Edwards, Brewer, Burlington brewery, Burlington-pl., Bath; J. Ranger, 
Hop Merchant, Bristol. Sol. Slack, 1 Manvers-st., Bath. 

OcpEN, JAMES, Builder, Nottingham. Mar. 5. Trustees, T. Lee, Brick- 
maker, Sneinton, Notts; I. Ogden, Joiner, Nottingham. Sol. Smith, 
High-st., Nottingham. 

PEAKE, DANIEL, Carpenter, 
Timber Merchant, Dover ; T. 
Stilwell, Dover. 

PeEBLes, WILLIAM Sxipp, & Jeremian Witte, Builders, East Dereham: 
Norfolk. Mar. 13. 7vustees, J. W. Lacey, Builder, Norwich ; J. Orfeur, 
Timber Merchant, Norfolk. Sols, Miller, Son, & Bugg, Norwich. 

ReaD, Joun, Coal Merchant, Winchester. Mar. 8. Trustees, R. Toomer, 
Coal Merchant, Twyford, near Reading; R. Eckless, Coal Merchant, 
Southampton. Creditors to execute before June 9. Sol. Seagrin, Win. 
chester. 

TaYtor, Epwarp Breuer, Coal Dealer, Penrith, Cumberland. Mar. 17. 
Trustee, J. Birkett, Penrith. Cyeditors to execute on or before June 17. 
Sol. Arnison, Penrith. 

Wittows, JAMES, Shop Keeper. 
Trustees, C. Wilson, ‘Tailor, 
same place. Sol. Daubney, 


Mar. 2 


‘ton, Dover. Mar. 18. 
Ismay, Ironmonger, Dover. 


Trustees, S. Finnis, 
Sols. Bass & 


Middle Rasen, Lincolnshire. Mar. 23. 
arket Rasen; J. Richardson, Laker, of 
Market Rasen. 
Crevitors under Estates in, Chancery. 
23, 1858. 
ey and Cabinet-maker, Baildon, Otley, Yorkshire 
Lee v. ftennard, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day 


Turspay, Var. 


BRaYsHaw, Joun, Joi 
(who died in Aug., 15 
Sor Proof, April 27. 

ome, Lr XK. Esq., Brook Akhil] Hall, Notts (who died in Mar., 1856). 

». Coke, oC Last Day for Proof, April 16, 

Pics Ahad Gent., Camden-hill, Middlesex (who died in Mar. “1 nase: 
Edmans v. Hobbs, V.C. Kindersley. Last Day for Progf, April 20 

Newton, Joun, Gent., Warrington, Lancashire (who died in Mar., 1848), 
Lythgoe v. Powell, offive of Registrar for the Liverpoo) District, | 
North John-st., Liverpool. Last Day for Proof, April 19. 

toss, JouN, Quartermaster, &th Foot, Stoke Damarel, Devon (who died in 
June, 1857, at Rampoor, in the East Indies). Ross v. Newberry, V. C. 
Stuart. Last Day for Poof, April 29. 

Tecker, Joun Wietrrintp, Shipbuilder, 
1849). Re Tucker's Estate, Tucker v. Allin, V. C. Stuart. 
Proof, April 24. 

Weerman, Matriew, Fi 
Aug., 1950). Chadwict 
April 26. 

Wittats, THomas, Sola Water Manufacturer, Winchester (who died in 
April, 1856). Willats v. Wassell, M.R. Last Day for Proof, Aprii 12. 


Law 


Wood. 


sristol (who died on 26th Jane 
Last Day for 


tian Manufacturer, Manchester (who died in 
¢, Weetnan, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Prog, 


Faipay, Mar, 26,1858. 


Acton, WILLIAM, Gent, 
died in July, 1657). Bunton ov. Burton, V. C. Stnart. 
April 24. 

BARDSLEY, Eowarnp, Gent, 
Ke Bardsley, Vardeley vo. Gough, V. C. 
April 20. 

Baanksomy Ewrarr, witvate at and near Bouremouth, in the counties 4 
Southampton and Dorset. Davey ce. Durrant, and Smith v, Davrvart, 
Mi. Last Day for Proof, for \neumbrancers on this estate, April 22. 

Caurexven, Ann, Spinster, Compton House, Eastbourne, Sussex (who die vit 
on April 80, 1857). Templeman ¢. Champlon, Vv. ©. Wood, Last Day 
Sor Prof, May}. 

Caoones, Witttan, be, 13, Montague ph, 
1657), Ve Crookes’ Vetate, Woxtenhola ov. 
Proof, Ayril 21, 

Faurey, Joun, Vininber, Tunbridge Wella, Kent: (who died in May, 1844). 
Farley 7. Bonham, Vo 0. Wood, Last Day for Proof, April V5. 

Howser, Jou, Coat Merchant, Astonerd., Aston, near Birmingham (whe 
died in May, 1847), Fulford o. Grlee, M. Re Laat Day for Prof, 
April 24, 

Nowtu, Jamva, Coli 
died in Jan,, 1447) 
April 22, 

Micwanimn, Vowann Virwer, jun. bow 
in Nov,, 656), Mieharca eo, Mehards, V. CC, Wood, 
April 16, 


Collector of Her Majesty's Customs, Rye (who 
Lan Day for Prog, 


tullth, Brecon (who died in March, 1853). 
Wood, Last Day for Prod, 


Ktussell-sq. (who died in May, 
Cole, Me, Laat Day for 


andl Farmer, Meld House, Bradford, Yorkshire (he 
Hardy o. North, VC, Stuart, dau Day for Po, 


Masnewydd, near Cardiff (who died 
Last Day for Pros 
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WHinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuespayY, Mar, 23, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


COMMERCIAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE, ANNUITY, FAMILY ENDow- 
MENT, AND Loan Association.—The Master of the Rolls purposes, on 
Mar. 29, at 12, at his Chambers, to make a further call of 7s. 6d. per 
share on all the contributories. 

Souru Essex Gas Licut AND Coke Company.—V. C. Wood will proceed, on 
April 12, at 12, at his Chambers, to settle the list of contributories. 


Frimay, Jar. 26, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


Jats BeET SvGar Company.—.\ Petition for the dissolution an 1 winding- 
up of this Company was, on Mar. 5, presented to the Lord Hizh Chan- 
cellor of Ireland, by James Halpin, Merchant, which will be heard before 
the Master of the Rolls, on April 17. Sol. for Petitioner, Alexander 
Deaves Kennedy, 27 Westmoreland-st., Dublin. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tuespay, Mar’. 23, 1858. 


ANDERSON, JouNn, Farmer, Broadmyre, Clatt, Aberdeenshire. Mar. 27, at 
12; Lemon-tree Tavern, Aberdeen. Seq. Mar. 18. 

Braxey, Joun Hersert, & Ricwarp GiLrapnitt Hoven (Blakey, 
Holden, & Co.), Flax Spinners and Manufacturers, Dundee. April 1, 
at 11; Royal-hotel, Dundee. Seg. Mar. 19. 

Brown, James, Cattle Dealer, Blairgowrie, Perth. April 2, at 12; Pro- 
curator’s-library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seq. Mar. 19. 

Davip, Mrs. Evizaneru or Totmie, lately Innkeeper in Forres, deceased, 
Spouse of Andrew Tolmie. Mar, 30, at 11; Fraser’s-hotel, Forres. Seq. 
Mar. 18. 

Gunning, CHARLEs, Solicitor, formerly of 15 Orange-grove, Bath, thereafter 
of 30 Great Winchester-st., London, and now of 20 Bank-st., Greenock. 
Mar. 29, at 12 : White Hart-inn, Greenock. Seg. Mar, 18. 

M Ewan, Wittram, Feuar in Muthill, and Wright, lately of Auchterarder 
now of Blackford. Mar. 31, at 12; Drummond Arms-hotel, Crieff. Seq 
Mar. 19. 

O'Connor, Rev. James, Roman Catholic Clergyman, Inverury, Aberdeen- 
shire. Mar. 31, at 12; Lemon-tree-tavern, Aberdeen. Seg. Mar. 20. 
Roperts, James, & Son, Manufacturers, Galashiels. Mar. 27, at 1; Town's 

Arms-inn, Galashiels. Seq. Mar. 17. 

SUTHERLAND, ALEXANDER, & Henry Houmes SutHeRvann (A. & H. Suther- 
land & Co.), Merchants, Lybster, Caithness. Mar. 30, at 12; Leith’s 
Caledonian-hotel, Wick, Caithness. Seg. Mar. 18. 

Warr, Duncan, Grocer, Glasgow. Mar. 30, at 12; Glasgow Stock Ex- 
change, National Bank-bldgs., Glasgow. Seq. Mar. 19. 

Witson, Joun, Tinsmith and Ironmonger, Brechin. Mar. 29, at 12; Com- 
merchial-hotel, Brechin. Seq. Mar. 18. 

Fruway, Afar. 26, 1858. 
Mar. 30, at 12; Globe-hotel, 


’ 


AupsLeY, CuARLEs, Merchant, Glasgow. 
George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 20. 
Henpenson, Roperr, Manufacturer in Milnathort, co. Kinross. Mar. 1, at 

11; Kirkland’s-hotel, Kinross. Seg. Mar, 22. 








ESSEL AND KUKLA’S PATENT GAS 
HEAT DISSEMINATOR, for Warming Public Buildings, Ware- 
houses, Offices, and the Rooms and Hails of Private Dwellings. 

The Heat Disseminator now offered to the public is considered by all Gas 
Engineers, Fitters, and Scientitic Persons, who have had an opportunity of 
testing it, a great benefit or public boon, The construction is so simple 
that it cannot get out of repair. None of the heat produced is wasted, as 
no flues are required, which is an immense economy of expense, 

No regulation or particular attention is wanted during the action, and, 
therefore, no inconvenience can arise trom leaving the Gas burning any 
length of time, and is perfectly secure from accidents by fire. 

The “ Mining Journal,” of October 25, 1856, says :— 

“The application of gas for domestic and other purposes has now become 
almost general ; but great objections have arisen to its extended use, on 
account of general impurity. This is now entirely obviated by the Heat 
Disseminator, patented by Messrs, Wesskt and KUKLA, Hanover-square. 
The invention consists of a cylindrical vessel, of a light form, in which a 
single jet of gas is introduced, and by atmospheric air diffused around, 
Although but one flame is required for the apparatus, it nevertheless 
evolves and disseminates a heat of great intensity, resulting from the con- 
centration of the intrinsic power of the flame. As there is a pertect con- 
sumption of the combustible materials, as well as their products, no 
obnoxious and unhealthy smells exist, nor is there any deposit of soot or 
dust; flues and pipes are likewise rendered unnecessary, The body from 
which the heat emanates attracts and decomposes all impurities in the air, 
and consequently renders it a useful article for hospitals, churches, and 
other places where great heat and uniform temperature are required. The 
stove in Mesars. Wesser and Co,’s wareroom (65 feet by 26) consumes about 
5 feet of gas in an hour, the average cost of which is fd. ; fora place of 
snaller dimensions, the consumption of gas would be in proportion.” 

And the * Derbyshire Advertiser ” of November 21, 1856, says :— 

“Messrs, Weasel and Kukla have just patented an apparatus called the 
Heat Disseminator, which we have seen in operation at the warehouse of 
the former gentlemen, at 18, Hanover-square, London. The heat given 
forth is pure and without smell, and the invention is recommendatory both 
Upon the score of convenience and economy, the apparatus being very small, 
and the warming of a good-sized room costing but one farthing per hour, 
The saton to which we allude is exclusively devoted to the reception of 
German musie, a sheet of which, from any part of the warehouse, was 
found to present a perfectly crisp and dry appearance, although five feet of 
gas alone was used per hour, and the exterior atmosphere was damp, The 
heat in unitorm, aufficiently moist for health,” 

J. A, HOFMANN & Co,, Sole Agents for the United Kingdom, 
London, Sept,, 1457, 0, Gresham Street, London, E.C, 





Leigh-street, Burton-crescent.—Small Leasehold Investmtne. 


=. GADSDEN, WINTERFLOOD, and 

ELLIS, have received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, on THURSDAY, APRIL 22, at TWELVE, a substantial DWEL- 
LING-HOUSE and PREMISES, being No. 13, Leigh-street, Burton-cres- 
cent ; in excellent repair, let to Mr. Andrews, a responsible tenant, on an 
agreement of a net rent of £45 per annum, and held for 50 years, ata 
ground rent. May be viewed by permission. 

Particulars may be obtalned at Messrs. Gadsden, Winterflood, and Ellis’s 
Offices, 18, Old Broad-street. 





FREEHOLD, LEATHER LANE, HOLBORN, producing £65 per annum, 
presenting an excellent Investment. 


we S. GADSDEN, WINTERFLOOD, and 

ELLIS, have received instructions from the Executors of the late 
John Goidham, Esq., to SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURS- 
DAY, APRIL 22, at TWELVE, a FREEHOLD MESSUAGE, being No. 10, 
Leather-lane, in the occupation of Mr. J. Reed, Tailor, a very old tenant, 
at the inadequate rent of £35 per annum; also, a substantial brick-built 
Warehouse, of three floors, at the rear of the foregoing, and let to Messrs. 
Hodge and Roberts, responsible tenants, at the very low rent of £30 per 
annum. May be viewed by permission of the tenants. 

Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; and at Messrs. Gadsden, Win- 
terflood, and Ellis’s Offices, 18, Old Broad-street. 





CLOUDESLEY SQUARE, ISLINGTON.—DETACHED RESIDENCE, 
with Garden, Stabling, &c. 


bo gee GADSDEN, WINTERFLOOD, and 
aN ELLIS, have received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, on THURSDAY, APRIL 22, at TWELVE, a capital detached 
RESIDENCE, being No. 34, Cloudesley-square, Islington. It comprises 
every accommodation for a small family. It is let to Mrs. Read, a highly 
respectable yearly tenant, at the moderate rent of £48 per annum, held 
for an unexpired term of 44 years, at a ground rent. May be viewed by 
permission. 
Particulars may be obtained of W. H. Hanley, Esq., Solicitor, 34, Wilson 

street, Finsbury ; at the Mart; and at Messrs. Gadsden, Wintertiood, and 
Ellis’s Offices, 18, Old Broad-street. 





ISLINGTON. —A WELL-SECURED GROUND RENT of £32 10s. per 
annum, held for 31 years.—A detached RESIDENCE, pleasantly placed 
for occupation or investment; also, a small HOUSE and SHOP. 


| gee GADSDEN, WINTERFLOOD, and 

ELLIS, have received instructions from the Executors of the late 
John Goldham, Esq., to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on THUES- 
DAY, APRIL 22, at TWELVE, in Three Lots:—Lot 1. Several MES- 
SUAGES, being Nos. 1a to 14 inclusive, Alma-terrace, Thornhill-road; 
also a piece of land, with two messuages thereon, let tor the whole term at 
£52 10s. per annum, and held for 31 years from Christmas, 1857, at £20 
perannum. Lot 2. An excellent detached FAMILY RESIDENCE, known 
as Albion-cottage, Park-road, Islington, containing three reception reems, 
six bed-rooms, ample domestic offices, stabling, chaisehouse, &c., jet to 
Mr. Robertson, at £70 per annum, and held for about 32 years, at a ground 
rent. Lot 3. ADWELLING HOUSE and SHOP, No. 36, Providence-row, 
held for an unexpired term of about 65 years, and let to Mr. Wilson, at 
£32 perannum. May be viewed by permission of the respective tenants. 

Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; and at Messrs. Gadsden, Win- 
tertlood, and Ellis’s Offices, 18, Old Broad-street. 


Stoke Newington Road.—A Valuable well-secured Investment of £314 
per annum. 


LS gig GADSDEN, WINTERFLOOD, and 
I ELLIS, have received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, opposite the Bank of England, on THURSDAY, APRIL 22, at Twelve 
for One precisely, an important and compact LEASEHOLD ESTATE, situates 
in the Stoke Newington Road, near West Hackney Church, present ay 
eligible Investment of £386 per annum, arising from Ground-rent 
amply secured upon the Caledonian Tavern and Brewery, and numerous 
Houses and Shops in Claremont-terrace adjoining, and extending up the 
Wellington-road and Somertord-grove, estimated to produce a rack rental 
of £2,600 per annum. Held direct from the freeholder, W. G. D. Tyssen, 
Esq., for an unexpired term of 53 years, at a cround-rent af £42 per 
annum, leaving a net income of £4 per annum. May be viewed by per- 
mission. 

articulars may be obtained at’the Caledonian Tavern, Stoke Newincten- 
road; of Chester Cheston, Esq., Solicitor, Winchester-buikdings, Great 
Winchester-street ; at the Mart; and at Messrs. Gadsden, Winterthood, and 
Eliis’s Offices, 18, Old Broad-street, City, 





The Great Welsh Silver Lead Mine, situated on the lands of the late PD. A. 
S. Davies, Esq., called Casara, near Liangadock, and six miles fram Lian- 
dovery, Carmarthenshire, at either of which towns there is a station en 
the South Wales Railway, 


N ESSRS. GADSDEN, WINTERFLOOD, § and 
ELLIS, have received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
', Opposite the Bank ot England, London, on TUESDAY, MARCH 3a, 
at Twelve, in One Lot, the above-mentioned valuable SILVER LEAD 
MINKE, held for a term of 21 vears from hth July, 833, ata rent or royalty 
of one-fifteenth, or a sleeping rent of 220 per annum, Also the whole of 
the MACHINERY, MATERIALS, &e., of the Company im and about the 
Mine, including a Sb-inch cylinder steam-engine and dodler, pamps and 
lifts, horse whim and gear, tramroads, dressing apparatus, and ether such 
nuchinery and materials as are requisite for working lead mines of great 
promise, 


The mine may be viewed, and printed particulars obtained on application 
to Mr, William ‘Rattye, 3, Great Winchester.street ; af Mr, James Wyatt, 
4, Verulam-buildings, Gvay's-inn; and at Mesara, Gadsden, Wintertiood, 





and Biis's Offices, 1s, Old Rroad street, London, 
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ATIONAL ALLIANCE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, 
HOME — FOREIGN, 
(With which is Incorporated oe and Foreign Life Assurance 
iety.”” 


Curer Orrices: 35, OLD JEWRY, LONDON. 
Brancu OFFICE: 8, SAVILLE-STREET, HULL. 


DIRECTORS. 


Captain the Lorp Freperic Hersert Kerr, R.N., 
Hyde Park, Chairman. : 
Rev. Jonn Harvey Asnwortn, M.A., 2, Marlborough 
Terrace, Kensington, & East Woodhay. , Hants. 
Rosert Georce RaMspEN, Esq., 35, Gloueester Terrace, 
Hyde Park, and Hyndburn Hall, Lancashire, 
FREDERICK GEORGE FELLOWE, Esq., Grove Hill, Camberwell, Surrey. 
Wiu1aM Writs Mackeson, Esq., 1, New Square, Lincoln’s-inn, and 18, 
Westbourne Terrace Road. 
Epwarp Merron, M.D., 14, Clarges-street, Piccadilly, and “ Atheneum ” 
Club. 
Tuomas ALFRED Port, Esq., 90, Camden-road Villas, Regent’s Park. 
Rosert RicuarD Roprinson, Esq., 142, Westbowne Terrace, Hyde Park. 
WriuamM Newman WARBERTON, Esq. iy 47, Upper Thames Street, City, and 
Ellesmere Villa, St. John’s Wood. 
AUDITORS. 
Epmunp CLENCH, Esq. EpwarpD MoseExey, Esq. 
BANKERS. 
Tae Commercial Bank oF Lonpon, Lothbury 
Messrs. OLDING, SHARPE, AND Co., Clement's- looms; Lombard-street. 
MEDICAL REFEREES. 


14, Clarges-street, Piccadilly. 
Montague-square. 


51, Sussex Gardens, 


Vices Chairmen. 


Epwarp Meryon, M.D, 
Joun Mactiean, M.D., 29, Upper Montague-street, 


SURGEON, 
T. Spencer WELLS, Esq., F.R.C.S., 3, Upper Grosvenor-street, Grosvenor- 
square. 


CONSULTING SURGEON. 
THomAs Biizagp CurLING, Esq., F.R.S., 39, Grosvenor-street. 
SOLICITOR. 
Tuomas Mortimer CLEoBuREY, Esq., 35, Old Jewry, City, and Shepherd’s- 
ush. 


GENERAL MANAGER. 
Tuomas Atrrep Port, Esq. 


Perfect meaer is guaranteed by a wealthy and influential body of 
shareholders 

The Daten) is increasing with great rapidity, the new income from In- 
surances effected at the present time being at the rate of about ten thou- 
sand a year. 

The Company’s affairs are managed and conducted on strictly economi- 
cal principles, and a comprehensive system is adopted, which embraces 
under one management :— 

Ist.—THE LIFE ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT. 

For effecting Assurances on the Lives of all classes, at Home and Abroad, 
granting Endowments, and transacting every description of business to 
which the principles of Life Assurance are applicable. 

LIVES BELOW THE AVERAGE. 

The Board gives especial care and attention to assurances, at equitable 
rates, of the lives of those who, being subject to additional risk from in- 
cipient disease or unusual! predisposition thereto, or other causes, have not 
only been “ declined” by ottices rejecting such business altogether, but by 
those who professedly, by advertisement and their prospectuses, seek such 
business. 

2nd.—THE CASUALTY DEPARTMENT. 

For insuring sums of money payable in the event of Death occurring 
from accidental causes, either during travel by sea or land, in any part of 
the world, or whilst following the ordinary occupations of life at home ; in- 
suring also a weekly allowance in non-fatal cases of accident. The Com- 
pany also insures against accidental breakage of Plate Glass of all kinds. 


3rd.— ANNUITIES. 
The granting Annuities according to the expectation of Life ; thus giving 
to annuitants of precarious or confirmed ill health the opportunity of ob- 
taining the largest possible return for their investment. 


EFFICIENT WORKING AGENTS WANTED 
In many of the towns throughout the United Kingdom, to whom the usual 
commission will be allowed ; and on the death of an accredited representa- 
tive of this Company, half the commission will be continued to his widow 
during her life. 
The Annual Report, 
forwarded on request. 


O PREVENT a COUGII, take one of DR. 
LOCOCK’S PULMONIC WAFERS, two or three times aday. They 
immediately allay all irritation, and protect the lungs from the ill effects of 
Fogs and Cold Air. They have a pleasant taste. Price, Is. 14d., 2s. 9d. 
and Ils. per box. Sold by all Medicine Vendors, 

IMPORTANT CAUTION.—It has been discovered that many Medicine 
Vendors, when asked for any of DR. LOCOCK’S MEDICINES, attempt to 
pass off instead some counterfeit, because they have a greater profit in 
doing so than by selling the genuine medicine—the public is cautioned 
inte such dishonest practices, which may be detected by observing that 
every box of the GENUINE medicine has the words “DR. LOCOCK’S 
WATERS" "in white letters on a red ground in the Government stamp, 
without which words ALL ARE COUNTERFEITS AND AN IMPOSITION. 


Prospectuses, Forms, and every information will be 
THOMAS ALFRED POTT, Manager. 








UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY No. 11, Lombard Street, London, E. ©. 


DIRECTORS. 
Henry Huse Berens, Esq., Chairman. 
Joun G. Hupsarp, Esq., Deputy Chairman. 
John Dixon, Esq. John Martin, Esq., M.P. 
Francis Hart Dyke, Esq. Rowland Mitchell, Esq. 
Sir W. M. T. Farquhar, Bt., M.P. James Morris, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Farquhar, Bart. Henry Norman, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry R. Reynolds, Esq. 
John Harvey, Esq. Sir Godfrey J. Thomas, Bart. 
John Labouchere, Esq. John Thornton, Esq. 
John Loch, Esq. James Tulloch, Esq. 
Stewart Marjoribanks, Esq. -Henry Vigne, Esq. 
AUDITORS. 
Henry Sykes Thornton, Esq. 
John Henry Smith, Esq. 


Samuel Brown, Esq., Actuary. 


A. W. Robarts, Esq. 
Lewis Loyd, jun., Esq. 
Thomas Tallemach, Esq., Secretary. | 


LIFE DEPARTMENT.—Under the provisions of an Act of Parliament, 4 


this Company now offers to future Insurers FOUR-FIFTHS OF THE 
PROFITS, WITH QUINQUENNIAL DIVISION, OR A LOW RATE OF 
PREMIUM, without participation of Profits. 


The next division of Profits will be declared in June, 1860, when all Par. 4 
ticipating Policies which shall have subsisted at least one year at Christmas, | ay 


1859, will be allowed to share in the Profits. 


At the Five Divisions of Profits made by this Company, the total 3 


Reversionary Bonuses added to the Policies have exceeded £913,000. 


At the last valuation, at Christmas, 1854, the Assurances in force 
amounted to upwards of £4,240,000, the income from the Life Branch, in 3 
1854, was more than £200, 000, and the Life Assurance Fund (independent ” 


of the Guarantee Capital), exceeded £1,700,000. 


FOREIGN RISKS.—The Extra Premiums required for the East and West 


Indies, the British Colonies, and the northern parts of the United States of 
America, have been materially reduced. 

INVALID LIVES.—Persons who are not in such sound health as would, 
enable them to ingure their Lives at the Tabular Premiums, may have their 
Lives insured at Extra Premiums. 

LOANS granted on Life Policies to the extent of their values, 
such Policies sha!l have been effected a sufficient time to have attained in 
each case a value not under £50. 

ASSIGNMENTS OF POLICIES.—Written notices of, received and regis- 
tered. 

MEDICAL FEES paid by the Company, and no charge will be made «3 
Policy Stamps. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, That Fire Policies which expire at 
LADY DAY must be renewed within FIFTEEN DAYS at this Office, or 
with Mr. SAMS, No. 1, St. James’s-street, corner of Pall Mall ; or with the 
Company’s Agents throughout the Kingdom, otherwise they become 

Losses caused by Explosion of Gas are admitted by this Company. 


ROMOTER LIFE ASSURANCE and ANNUIT¥ 
COMPANY, 9, Chatham Place, New Bridge Street, London. 
Established in 1826. Subscribed Capital, £240,000, 
DIRECTORS. 
Georce J. Saaw Lerevre, Esq. 
ROBERT PALK, Esq., 
SAMUEL SmITH, Esq. 
| Le Marcuant Tuomas, Esq 
TRUSTEES. 
Sir John G. Shaw Lefevre, K.C.B., F.R.S. 
John Deacon, Esq. : 
This Society effectsevery description of Life Assurance, both on the booms 
anid non-bonus systems. Its non-bonus rates are lower than thos | 
of most offices, and the following are specimens of the additions which 
been made to the beneficial poiicies. 
Policy date. Sumassured. Bonus added. 
1839 £4000 £797 «6 6 
1841 f 104 17 
1843 500 104 5 2 
1847 1000 141 12 4 1141 12 4 
A division of profits takes place every five years, and officers in the 
and navy, diseased lives, and persons going out of Europe, are aiso 
on moderate terms. 
Prospectuse with further particulars may be obtained at the office. 
MICHAEL SAWARD, Secretary. ~ 





Tomas Virip Gipson, A 

Tue Rr. Hon. W. G. HAYTER, M.P. 
Feeperick HALsEY JANSON, Esq. 
CHARLES JOHNSTON, Esq. 


Chas. Johnston, Esq. 


Sum payable at death. 
£4797 «6 6 





TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDOR 
T HE RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 
TRUSTEES. 

Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56, Lowndes-square. 

John Horatio Lioyd, Esq. -, 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 
Cuthbert Wm. Johnson, Esq. ., F.R.S., Gray ‘s-inn, and Croydon. 
James L. Ridgway, Esq., 169, Piccadilly. 

This Society has been in full and beneficial operation since 1850. It 
incorporated for the purpose of securing to LANDLORDS, TIT HE-OWNERS, 
MORTGAGEES, TRUSTEES, and others, the receipt ‘of IN COMES, fro 
Estates, Houses, and other Pr ‘operty, with the same regularity as dividen 
from the Public Funds. The Society also Manages and Collects Rents 
out guarantee, offering the security of a large subscribed capita! (£100,000 
for the certain and prompt payment of all sums collected. 

A moderate Commission covers all charges for Management, Superinte! 
ing Repairs, Re-letting, and Collection of Rent. The Society are now 
ing as Receivers under Chancery, the Court having 8a 
appointment. For particulars apply at the Society’s Offices, 3, Charlo 
row, Mansion House, on. 

When Clients are introduced direct to the Society by Solicitors, 0 
of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business. " 
the Property will, in all cases, be referred to the Solicitor of the Client. 


¥ 
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